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Confession of failure 


The unemployment queue, we are 
informed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
could soar to 3 million before very long — 
and stay at that figure. This was the message 
of Mr. Denis Healey, speaking at a rally to 
commemorate the Tolpuddle Martyrs last 
month. 

«Such a rate of jobless, warned Mr. 
Healey, would be the consequence if the 
present anti-inflation measures being taken 
by the Government did not succeed. 
“After giving the pessimistic side of the 
picture, the Chancellor turned to the more 
hopeful. He thought, he said, that “a tidal 
wave of common sense was developing 
among people sick to death of raging infla- 
tion.” 

But just what are the possibilities of 
the Government’s ‘anti-inflation’ policies 
succeeding? These policies have clearly 
failed over the year and a half that we 
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have had of Labour Government, and 
policies no different in principle failed also 
during the previous period of Tory Govern- 
ment. Why should such policies begin 
succeeding now? 

They cannot in fact succeed because 
they are based on an entirely false appraisal 
of what inflation really is. Inflation is not a 
consequence of the workers in this or that 
industry obtaining wage rises; it is a conse- 
quence of inadequate control by the Govern- 
ment of the nation’s monetary system, and 
the allowing of an ever greater volume of 
increasingly useless money to flood the 
national economy. 

The real culprits for inflation are not 
the workers in industry; they are the big 
banking houses which are allowed to extend 
credit to the community far beyond the 
figure of their actual cash reserves, and thus 
create money out of nothing. 

The only ‘anti-inflation’ policies that 
therefore have any hope of succeeding are 
policies which curb this practice by the 
bankers. So one cannot quite see what rele- 
vance Mr. Healey’s “tidal wave of common- 
sense”, even supposing that it exists, has to 
the problem. Whatever spirit of common- 
sense the ordinary people of Britain show, if 
the Government does not get a firm grip of 
the bankers — the Money Power, as they 
have sometimes been called — no solution to 
our economic problems is going to be in 


sight. 


Pleasing the Israeli lobby 


Just how seriously dedicated the Gov- 
ernment is anyway towards fending off 
unemployment is a matter of doubt. 

As this copy goes to press, Mr. Wilson 
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is reported to be wrestling with the problem 
of what to do about a new £500 million 
trade offer by Libya for British arms supplies. 

Only a few months ago a £1,000 mil- 
lion arms deal with Libya was turned down 
— although it could have provided work for 
thousands in areas hard hit by unemploy- 
ment. Since then the Libyans have obtained 
half of these needs from Russia. 

The other half they are still apparently 
prepared to buy from Britain, but the Gov- 
ernment is loath to pick up this lucrative 
export business — even at a time when it is 
desperate for export orders that will keep 
the wheels of British industry turning. 

The reason? There is, as we all know, 
an extremely powerful and_ influential 
Jewish lobby in Parliament, and particularly 
on the Labour side of Parliament. This lobby 
is dead set against any supplies of arms to 
countries which might use them against 
Israel. The lobby succeeded in doing Britain 
out of £1,000 million of business earlier in 
the year; it may succeed again. 

There is something truly appalling in 
the ability of powerful and well organised 
lobbies with alien loyalties within British 
politics to dictate the policies of British 
Governments in a manner detrimental to 
British interests. It is high time that we had 
a government that would declare its inde- 
pendence from such lobbies. Better still, it 
is high time the lobbies ceased to exist. 


Unearned income 


MPs are given a pay increase which’ 
effectively amounts to £60 a week, and what 
happens? The House of Commons vibrates 
to howls of protest that the rise is so small. 

“An insult ... a kick in the teeth... 
degrading . . . demeaning . . . akin to the be- 
haviour of the worst kind of reactionary 
nineteenth century employer . . .” These 
were some of the cries that were heard from 
both Labour and Tory members. 

We should not be surprised. 

Those who find such protests incre- 
dible at a time when politicians are daily 
exhorting the population to make sacrifices 
in the cause of national solvency are simply 
out of touch with the state of affairs in 
Westminster. 

In the value scale of today’s politician, 
there is no inconsistency at all in demanding 
more and more for oneself while telling 
the people that they must put up with less 
and less. Such an attitude is typical and 
commonplace. 

An interesting comment on_ the 
situation was provided by one newspaper 
last month. It said: supposing that poli- 
ticians, like many other occupation groups, 
for example salesmen and most of the self- 
employed, were paid on the results they 
obtained. 

In that case we would find them 
begging in the street. 


Better by far 


Mr. Tony Kelly, who has got himself 
some big headlines recently as the man out 
to displace Mr. Reg Prentice as the MP for 
Newham North East, claims that his advan- 
tage over Mr. Prentice is that he is ‘‘a better 
socialist”’. 

Some of the facts about Mr. Kelly 
came to light shortly after he had made this 
claim. It appears that in 1970 he received a 
conviction for possessing drugs and was 
fined £100. 

He has also been convicted of theft. 

In addition, it appears that Mr. Kelly 
walked out on his wife and four children in 
1967 and since then has done nothing to 
keep them. 

Does this mean that his claim to be a 
“better socialist” than Mr. Prentice is a 
bogus one? Not necessarily. In the scale of 
values that many socialists accept as their 
own these days, such a record could be a 
positive recommendation. Perhaps we may 
wait now for another would-be candidate 
for the seat to come along with claims to be 
an even better socialist than Mr. Kelly. 

What credentials he may produce in 
support of such a claim are left to the 
imagination. 


Portugal: chickens 
coming home to roost 


The regime of Portugal hated by 
liberals and leftists the world over until it 
came to an end last year was marked by 
three things in particular: dictatorship, 
colonialism and a decidedly tough attitude 
to Communist subversion in any form. 

When the regime was overthrown, it 
was mainly on the basis of opposition to 
these three features. Dictatorship was going 
to be replaced by ‘democracy’, colonialism 
was going to come to an end and the right 
of the Communist Party to play its part, 
along with other left-wing parties, in the 
political life of the country was going to be 
respected. 

But since then much water has flowed 
under the bridge. In the first place it is clear 
that Portugal has merely swopped one dicta- 
torship for another. Instead of the Salazar/ 
Caetano regime, there is the regime of the 
Armed Forces Movement, which decides 
who and who will not hold office. 

As for colonialism, since it was offic- 
ially abandoned the two main colonies, 
Mozambique and Angola, have descended 
into complete chaos, and there is now talk 
in Portugal of intervention in the affairs of 
these countries to restore order and protect 
the safety and rights of Portugese nationals, 
possibly involving entry of troops. 

What of Communism? In the short 
period in which the Communists have been 
allowed to function they have become so 
detested that there have been many violent 
attacks on Communist Party buildings, on 


Communist meetings and on Communist 
officials at their homes. The Portugese are 
re-learning what their ancestors two genera- 
tions removed learned: that if you do not 
stamp firmly on Communism it will end up 
by stamping firmly on you. The anti- 
Communist riots 4re no different in spirit 
from the measures for the suppression of 
Communism employed by the old regime. 

Could it be that in Portugal the wheel 
will soon turn full circle, and that to over- 
come the appalling state of affairs that now 
exists in the country and in its former over- 
seas territories there will have to be a rever- 
sion to the very things which the revolution 
was intended to eliminate? 


White man, get up! 


Elsewhere in this issue we have com- 
mented on the international humiliation of 
Britain before President Amin with special 
reference to the Denis Hills case. This article 
was written and committed to print before 
the appearance of the degrading photograph 
of the black nabob being borne into a 
meeting on a chair carried by four white 
Britons. 

This scene of course marked merely 
one more episode in the serial of Amin’s 
public ridicule of whites in general and 
British whites in particular. 

Undoubtedly it could be said that we 
should not treat this minor despot too 
seriously; he is, after all, of no real conse- 
quence in the world. However, the way in 
which Britain, British leaders and the British 
press react to Amin is a highly serious 
matter, and it is in that context that these 
incidents deserve comment. 

Who were the four men who carried 
Amin on his ‘stately’ ride? Were they poli- 
tically committed people who did so as part 
of a calculated attempt to debase the white 
man and elevate the black? Very probably 
they were nothing of the kind. Very probably 
they were just ordinary fellows to whom the 
idea -was casually suggested, possibly with a 
little fee thrown in, and who in their silliness 
saw nothing wrong in it and perhaps regarded 
it as a bit of a lark. 

It was of course very far from being a 
lark in the eyes of others, however. As a 
modern manifestation of the ancient custom 
of the kow-tow, it had repercussions that 
went right around the world. We can be 
quite sure that the photo was printed and 
seen by millions throughout Africa and Asia 
and, probably, pinned on the wall of many a 
kraal, mud hut and bamboo dwelling as a 
symbol of the new international order of 
things. 

The trouble lies with the upbringing 
of the four men concerned. Had they been 
properly educated in the realities of the 
world in which they live, and to the ‘duties’ 
and proprieties incumbant on _ Britons 
travelling about that world, they would 
immediately have recognised the purposes 


behind the suggestion that they perform the 
act concerned and clearly forseen the 
consequences. But because clearly a void 
existed in their minds in these respects they 
saw nothing whatever wrong in what they 
were asked to do. 

They are not the prime culprits in 
this affair. Culpability lies with those who 
are responsible for creating the moral climate 
in which Britons grow up and go out into 
the world. We need in future to create a new 
and different climate: one in which national 
and racial pride are restored as essential 
elements in the British character. We need 
a new slogan that should reverberate around 
the world wherever people of our race live, 
so that those people may recover the will to 
assert that place at the head of mankind to 
which their historical role gives them the 
right. Such a slogan might be: ‘White man, 
get up off your knees!” 


Seat belts and 
petty autocrats 


One of the characteristics of the 
society in which we live is the way in which, 
as necessary authority breaks down or 
abdicates, the rule of the petty autocrat 
spreads it tentacles. It almost seems as if 
those who govern us are saying, as they 
stand amid the wreckage of industrial 
order, the anarchy in the academic world, 
growing violence and crime and a generally 
deepening national chaos: “We are deter- 
mined to do something to show that we are 
still masters of the situation, that we have 
not lost our grip.” 

The “‘something”’ in fact consists of a 
succession of piffling legislative gestures that 
simply amount to unwarranted interference 
in individuals’ lives, while doing nothing to 
enhance the real authority that the country 
so rarely needs. 

A case in point is the drive to introduce 
the compulsory wearing of seat belts by all. 
motorists. It now looks as if legislation to 
this effect will be shortly passed. 

The proposition that there should be 
seat belts in all cars for those who want to 
use them is not unreasonable, and if legisla- 
tion went as far as that and no further it 
would be possible to accept. 

But that it should now extend to 
enforcing everyone to wear them whether 
he or she wishes to or not is something which 
infringes upon a very basic human right — 
far more defensible than many of the ‘human 
rights’ beloved of leftists and liberals — the 
right to risk one’s own life. That we should 
not be permitted to risk the lives of others 
isn’t for a moment in question. But our own 
lives -- that is something different. We 
should be able, not only to put our own 
lives in jeopardy, but indeed to take our own 
lives if we choose, and legislation to the 
opposite effect is both absurd and immoral 
— the resort of miniature tyrants who seek 
such measures as compensation for their 
inadequacy as real rulers. 
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London Poly 


READERS may remember High Noon, the famous Western that 
appeared on the film circuits some years ago. In the film the town 
Sheriff decided that he was going to settle once and for all with a 
gang of outlaws that had been terrorising the community for 
several years past. 

The trouble was that as he went about seeking out men 
from among the law-abiding majority to help him in the job he 
found he could not count on them. The whole community was 
simply terrified of the outlaws, and the men had so lost their 
manhood that they preferred a continuation of the years of 
domination by the gang to the dangers of having a quick show- 
down with it. 

Things eventually reached a point at which the Sheriff, 
instead of receiving the gratitude of the townsfolk for seeking 
to bring law and order to the locality, became in their eyes a 
bigger villain than the outlaws themselves. They simply saw his 
confrontation with the gang as a “disturbing of the peace’ — 
even though it was the peace of servitude. 

This is exactly what has been happening at Britain’s centres 
of learning. For years these establishments have been ruled by a 
few left-wing rowdies, while the majority of members of the 
staff have been too gutless to face them and sort them out, and 
have simply resented it on the rare occasions when one of their 
colleagues has shown more manhood than they. 

: The rumpus at North London Polytechnic is typical of 
this tendency. 

In 1970 Mr. Terence Miller took over the Polytechnic. He 
came there with some ‘old-fashioned’ ideas about order and 


1973 - 
Students 
occupy Mr. 
Millers office. 
Terry Povey, 
then presi- 
dent of the 
Students’ 
Union is 
standing left. 
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High Noon at Nort 


Terence Miller 


discipline, and he actually held the heretical view that the purpose 
of such an establishment was to achieve high academic standards 
rather than be a battleground of student politics. 

This, needless to say, did not endear him to the left-wing. 
Since his arrival, Mr. Miller has been engaged in a continual war 
against the leftists who control the students’ union. One would 
have expected that in this war — which simply stems from his de- 
sire to bring order to the Polytechnic — he would have the sup- 
port of his colleagues on the staff. 

But not a bit of it. A large proportion of the staff consists 
of leftist-orientated lecturers who tend to side with the trouble- 
makers. Of the remainder, a great many just want the quiet life. 
They know in their own hearts that Mr. Miller is right, but they 
don’t relish the confrontation with the left-wing militants that 
his attitude has caused. They would rather surrender to the left. 

They are like the townsfolk of High Noon. They prefer the 
peace of servitude to a fight for what is right. In a sense this 
story is the story of modern Britain. 

The Terence Millers of this world deserve the highest praise. 
They are the minority prepared to embroil themselves in bitter 
controversy, even hatred, fighting the take-over of our society 
by evil men. 


‘LIBERALISM’ is the name given by its 
victims to what Nietzsche called “paralysis 
of the will’. Paralysis is a slow business, 
creeping like leprosy over matter that was 
once healthy. We cannot know paralysis if 
we do not know health, but of itself para- 
lysis does not allow us to bear the contrast 
in mind. If, say, a hand is paralysed, no 
amount of touching it will make it actually 
feel anything. 

But liberalism is unfortunately no mere 
physical disease. It disables our entire social 
system, rotting out all that is valuable in men 
and women as slowly — and as certainly — as 
it coagulates the blood of whole cultures; 
and unless something is done to stop the 
degeneration, the disease will run its course. 
It will not go away until the body on which 
it preys is withered up, bloodless, dead. No 
parasite can outlive its host. 

Now this leprosy of liberalism can best 
be diagnosed operating in and through the 
bloodstream of our culture and language; for 
liberalism is essentially a linguistic pheno- 
menon: the language of mass-banality. 
Modern language has become dulled. Fetid, 
insensitive, meaningless, what should be the 
primary means of communication, our lan- 
guage, can still shout — but it is only the 
shout of bill-boards, banner headlines, sys- 
tem political slogans. All the din of its 
shouting is only painful, not passionate, not 
fanatical. 

Consider that word, fanatical. It comes 
from the Latin fanum, a temple or holy 
place. A ‘fanatic’ was until recently a 
religious ecstatic. Compare that with the 
highly negative use of the word now, in the 
devalued linguistic coinage of liberalism. A 
fanatic is different from the torpid mass; he 
stands out, having passions, feelings, beliefs, 
which were not timidly ingurgitated at the 
dictates of the media. That is his crime — he 
is an individual, and for this the leeches of 
the mire of mediocrity can never forgive him. 
So ‘fanatical’ (= “befitting a holy place’’) 
becomes the worst abuse conceivable. 

Such is the state of our language: 
decaying, dispersing, loosening all precision 
and intensity of feeling. 

But like blood, language has its purify- 
ing agents — the scholars, the writers, above 
all, the poets. A healthy language is ever 
growing, becoming always better able to 
communicate new and subtler truths about 
ourselves and our universe. The responsibility 
for this linguistic evolution is linked with 
general human duty. But how do our scholars 
and poets live up to their trust? 

They echo a late-eighteenth century 
doctrine that was dug up and applied by a 
mad American genius, Ezra Pound. This 
Wordsworthian doctrine was that poetry 
should be written in the language of common 
speech. Now Wordsworth did not write in 
any common speech, but poor Pound (a 
genius, though for much of his life he was 
criminally insane) took the idea seriously. 

Here is part of a speech by Benjamin 
Franklin: “ ... better keep out the jews or 
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”? 


your grand-children will curse you... 

And here, part of a ‘poem’ (Canto 52) 
by Pound: 

Remarked Ben: better keep out the 

Jews 
or yr/grand children will curse you... 

By merely breaking up the prose lines, 
nothing has been added. Even if Pound were 
writing in English, he would still not be 
writing English poetry, for breaking up prose 
achieves only obscurity — language fails in its 
task of communication. 

But the system critics have not con- 
demned this poor stuff for the fraud that it 
is. Instead, they abet its propagation. Thus 
are poets encouraged to write in the weird 
Babel of the public services, business com- 
muniques, telegrams — “the sinew and tex- 
ture of living language’’, as one coterie calls 
it. 

When language is so deliberately de- 
based, the thoughtexpressed in it suffers. 
First, all barriers between truth and falsehood 
disappear. This can be faintly amusing, as 
when T. S. Eliot, a famous modern ‘poet’, 
appends to his lines 

. the evening hour that strives 

Homeward, and brings the sailor home 

from the sea, 

The typist home at teatime... 

a note reading ““This may not appear as exact 
as Sappho’s lines, but I had in mind the 
‘longshore’ or ‘dory’ fisherman, who returns 
at nightfall.” Anyone who can bear a 
rhythm in his head knows that what Eliot 
had primarily in mind was Kipling’s 

Home is the sailor, home from the sea, 

~ And the hunter home from the hill. 

The point here is the typicality of the 
fraud. Eliot can say nothing outright: All his 
work is hesitant, elusive, equivocal. The 
following quotations from just one ‘poem’ 
are representative: 


. Shall I put my hair behind? Do I 
dare to eat a peach?... 
. . Would it have been worthwhile? . . . 
. To wonder, “Do I dare?” and “Do 
I dare?”... 
... And should I then presume? 
And how should I begin? ... 


His language can no longer com- 
municate anything definite. For Eliot, as for 
one of his characters, “It is impossible to say 
just what I mean!”! 

Muggeridge described Eliot’s writings 
as “a death rattle in the throat of a dying 
civilization”. A civilization sick to its death 
of liberalism, manifesting its lack of will, 


direction and endeavour in subjunctive 
‘poems’, often not even recognizably written 
in English, describing a twilight world of pre- 
cocious senility, wherein “all is relevant”’. 
Swinburn parodied the same tendency 
delightfully. 

God, whom we see not, is: and God, 

who is not, we see: 

Fiddle, we know, is diddle: and diddle, 

we take it, is dee. 
(from Seven Against Sense) 

The clarifying, ordering will becomes 
paralysed. The writer builds up his ‘poems’ 
as a collage of quotations, half-quotations 
and mis-quotations, if possible trying to con- 
ceal the source. The most that this direction- 
less literary sewage can accomplish is aimless 
parody — perhaps in envy of those who did 
have conviction, whose statements were 
meaningful. 

Until this century, the English poet 
testified to what it was like to be himself, at 
a certain stage in the development of society. 
The difference now is that the poetic dialect 
has been so debased that the poet can no 
longer be certain of what it is to be himself, 
and certainly can not show anyone else. He 
struggles unsympathetically with a medium 
so perverted that it could not admit the 
possibility of beauty or truth. A ‘fanatic’ is 
a monster like Joe Stalin, Newspeak has 
struck, fiddle is diddle is dee. Can we blame 
these poor poets that no-one bothers to read 
their work outside the captive audiences of 
education system? 

When language has decayed to a point 
at which it can no longer convey any subtler 
states distinguishing men from animals, it 
can still describe those bodily functions that 
we do share with lower species. If a Cro- 
Magnon wants to communicate hunger, a 
grunt is as good as a sonnet. 

Therefore modern literature is forced 
to treat such things as Huxley’s lovers, 
“quietly sweating, palm to palm’”’. Note that 
‘sentiment’, the sum of one’s feelings on any 
matter, a state peculiar to humans, has 
acquired a negative tone as an expression of 
disapproval in modern literary criticism. 
Humanity is now something to be 
diminished. This process is triumphantly 
paraded as daring ‘realism’, and the term is 
used to impart some sort of artistic aura to 
pornographic ephemera like Portnoy’s Com- 
plaint. 

Such is the outcome of the betrayal of 
our language by liberalism. “D’you vant to 
buy an artistic book, mister?” 

Bring in the new! 
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DURING the early part of this year I wrote 
a long article which emphasised the urgent 
necessity for British Nationalists to defend 
the fundamental ideological principles which 
gave birth to the National Front. 

I emphasised that the NF could only 
be regarded as being “successful” if it were 
an effective vehicle for promoting British 
Nationalism and that it would be a failure 
if it, as an organisation, achieved power at 
the cost of abandoning its ideology. 

I was pleased at the widespread sup- 
port which that article attracted from NF 
members. But their letters and comments 
indicated to me that many of them were 
under the impression that the threat to alter 
the basic principles of British Nationalism 
comes only from ideologically pragmatic 
“liberal” elements. 

Those who have such an impression 
need to cast their eyes around a bit more 
carefully. There are enemies of the cause 
of British Nationalism skulking about who 
dare not — at least at present — take our 
party on in a head-on clash but who hope 
to warp its policies and tape its strength 
for their own highly ideological ends. 

One such enemy (though it may not 
appear as such to the young or naive) is the 
League of St. George . . . which should more 
honestly be called “The League of St. 
Oswald” for at heart it is nothing more than 
a vehicle for the ‘Europe a Nation” concept 
of Sir Oswald Mosley. 


MOSLEY FAN CLUB 


To call the Mosley Movement a 
failure in regard to its progress in the 1960’s 
and 70’s would be an understatement. It has 
none of the dynamism or vigour of the NF, 
and its attempt to make itself relevant by 
trying to attach itself to the International 
Finance backed European Movement during 
the Common Market Referendum earned it 
the contempt of all decent patriots. 

But a Mosley fan-club still exists. They 
are mostly, but not all, ageing men who have 
none of the dynamism of their Leader of 
yesteryear, but who still worship what he 
once was and fantasise about what could 
have been. They view the relative success of 
the NF with baleful, envious eyes. 

Furthermore, they are totally com- 
mitted to the Mosley concept of “Europe a 
Nation”. This means that they do not seek 
to win back the sovereign independence of 
the British Nation, but seek to make the 
various parts of the United Kingdom (Eng- 
land, Ireland, Scotland and Wales) mere 
counties in a single European state. 

This makes them enemies of British 
Nationalism, and therefore enemies of the 
National Front. No matter how much they 
may oppose Coloured Immigration, as we 
do, or lard their propaganda with nationalist 
jargon, they are enemies. 

Eventually, the leading activists of the 
Mosleyite remnant had to accept the fact of 
the existence of the NF. Not having the 
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vigour or the talent to be able to establish 
the basis of a mass party capable of opposing 
it, they chose the obvious alternative: 
ideological subversion. 


“JUST A CLUB” 


The medium the Mosleyites have estab- 
lished to achieve that end is the League of 
St. George. The League poses simply as a 
“political club”, not a party, which exists 
simply and solely to provide “Nationalists” 
of all parties and of no party a social focus 
and lectures on general subjects likely to be 
of interest to people of a patriotic and anti- 
Communist frame of mind. 

How kind! How helpful! How con- 
siderate! 

If it is true that a group of admittedly 
politically-motivated people of a “nationalist” 
outlook had only set up their League as a 
social and educational service, and had 
nothing but goodwill for the National Front, 
why did they not think to contact the NF 
leadership at the start of their project in 
order to explain their selfless motives and 
sell the benefits of the service they proposed 
to offer? 

The very fact that the League has only 
ever attempted to sell itself to ordinary 
members and minor officials of the NF, and 
has painstakingly avoided the slightest con- 
sultation with the NF leadership over the 
past two years should be enough to make 
the astute cry “Stinking fish!” 

I asked a member of the Council of 
the League why he and his colleagues had 
not engaged in a bit of P.R. work with the 
NF National Directorate if the League had 
no axe to grind where the NF was con- 
cerned. The man — an intelligent ex-Union 
Movement member — was unable or un- 
willing to tell me. 

I asked him for the names of the 
other members of his organisation’s govern- 
ing body. He refused to tell me. “Some 
Council members don’t mind being asso- 
ciated with the League, others want to keep 
their association secret.”” An odd situation 
for an innocent politico/social “club”! 


“A SORT OF FABIAN SOCIETY” 
As our conversation developed, I put 


to him that I just did not accept that people © 


who were politically motivated set up a 
political organisation (even if only “a club’’) 


without being concerned with the exercise 
of power or at least influence. His reply was 
that he and his colleagues were not interested 
in establishing a new political party .. . “We 
see ourselves as the Fabian Society of the 
Right...” 

To this I observed that the Fabian 
Society was set up by crypto-Marxists for 
the purpose of influencing the ideological 
direction of the Labour Party and Trade 
Union Movement. Which organisation did 
the League seek to influence? He would not 
say. 

His comparison of the League to the 
Fabian Society was interesting when con- 
sidered with the alleged claim of another 
Council member of the League (another 
Mosleyite) who compared the organisational 
structure of the League to a sort of “‘free- 
masonry’. For the fact of the matter is that 
the League is not a social club but a cult 
group with several layers or degrees of 
membership, which has a secret leadership, 
secret meetings, secret oaths and initiation 
ceremonies. 

The “social club” gatherings with 
visiting non-member speakers are simply 
gimmicks whereby the gullible are attracted 
and then recruited. It is only when recruits 
have been suitably initiated and oathed do 
the real ideas and intentions of the League 
start to be spoken. 

I asked the League Council member 
what was the wording of the “declaration” 
which League initiates have to take. He 
would not tell me. I asked him what form 
did the initiation ceremonies take. He would 
not tell me. He said that as he was a founder- 
member of the organisation he had “never 
been asked to take an oath nor required to 
attend an initiation ceremony”! 


A THIRD DEGREE? 


As he admitted that the League had 
two degrees of membership — “Friends” 
and ‘Full Members” — could it not have a 
third degree . . . a sort of ideological Sanc- 
tum Sanctorum? (I told him that I had put 
to one youngster who admitted to being a 
League Full Member that League meetings 
were used as a recruiting ground for the 
clandestine birthday-party organisers, 
Column 88. The youngster replied: “So 
what? What’s so wrong with that?’’) 

As expected the very idea of such an 
association was pooh-poohed by the League 


Council member to whom I spoke. (Yet the 
youngster boasted of having met “German. 
members of Column 88” whilst on a League- 
organised delegation to a Pan-Europeanist 
camp in Dixmude, Belgium, recently). 

The subject of the League jaunt to 
Dixmude is very revealing concerning the 
anti-British Nationalist, Pan-European mo- 
tives of the League. . 

To begin with, British delegates (and 
not all were League Full Members) were for- 
bidden from discussing the Irish Question. 
The reasons for this are at the heart of 
Mosleyism. Mosley always supported the 
cause of Irish Republicanism ever since ‘The 
Troubles’ in the 1920's. 

Mosleyites have always upheld the 
cause of a united Ireland (i.e. a sell-out of 
British Loyalists in Ulster) because the 
whole of Ireland would then form just 
another country in the European super- 
state of their Leader’s dreams. 

On top of this, many of the Pan- 
Europeanist ‘nationalist’ groups with whom 
the Mosleyites are in association are Clerico- 
Fascists of the Roman Catholic variety — 
and I say this without malice, as I was born 
and bred an R.C. myself. 


I.R.A., PLAID AND S.N_P. 


Many delegates from Britain at the 
Dixmude event were astounded to hear 
read out a telegram of greetings from an 


JOHN FINNEGAN 


A difficult 
choice 


LET US SUPPOSE that you own a car which 
is giving you some trouble and requires some 
adjustment. You take your car to the big 
blue garage, and the mechanic, after a few 
hours work, is satisfied that he has made the 
correct adjustments. For the first few miles 
it would appear he was right, then, lo and 
behold, your problem returns and if any- 
thing seems worse than before. 

Quite naturally, not being satisfied 
with the work done by the blue garage you 
decide to try the red garage on the other 
side of the road. After a brief check over, its 
mechanic says “The other garage has made 
the wrong adjustments and because of this 
your problem is now far more serious than 
before, I can put it right, but it will cost you. 
Being impressed with this man’s confidence 
and sincerity, you give him the go-ahead. 

Next day you collect your car and after 
a short trip you find to your horror that, not 
only has your original trouble remained, but 
worse, you have also acquired new and more 


Italian organisation which included hearty 
best wishes to the Provisional I.R.A. in 
Northern Ireland! Yet the Britons were for- 
bidden to discuss the Irish Question by their 
League of St. George mentors! 

The Leaders of the League are nothing 
if not consistent. In supporting the break-up 
of the United Kingdom by handing over 
Northern Ireland to the I.R.A. ‘Nationalists’, 
they also support its break up in other 
directions. 

The League Council member who I 
met admitted that his organisation was 
actively opening up contacts with the Scot- 
tish and Welsh Nationalist parties. This tit- 
bit came out when I asked him why he and 
his colleagues chose a name for their organ- 
isation which only Englishmen could identify 
with, and not all Britons. 

The reason for that bit of symbolism is 
precisely because the League of St. George is 
NOT a British Nationalist organisation, 
opposes British nationalism, and works for 
the break-up of our nation into segments 
and the absorption of those segments into 
“Europe a Nation”’. 

It may be that there are a few politi- 
cally immature members of the National 
Front who have become interested in the 
League’s “social’’ and “educational” activi- 
ties on the basis of the anti-Immigration and 
anti-multi-racialist bait which it throws out 

. or even have been attracted to League 
meetings as a result of the lure that films of 
National Front activities and marches 


serious ones! 

What are you to do? The two big 
garages have both proved incapable of solving 
the problem and in fact have succeeded in 
making your car worse. But wait, what alter- 
natives have you got? Well, there’s that old 
yellow garage up the road, but that wouldn’t 
be any better because the mechanics they 
employ are only the rejects from the red and 
blue garages. 

Who else is there? Ah! of course there’s 
that new chap around the corner. He seemed 
to know what he was talking about when 
you met him in the pub the other night. 
Got a good local clientele too, considering 
the time he’s been at it. But wait, he hasn’t 
got any certificates on his office wall and the 
other three garages have opposed planning 
permission for him to extend his premises. 
He must be a bad lot. Ah well, it seems you'll 
have to try the red and blue garages again. 
They surely won’t make the same mistake 
more than once, will they? 

Perhaps that scruffy petrol pump 
attendant, with the red shirt, at the red garage 
was right. He was advocating that everyone 
should be compelled to ride bikes, and, 
what’s more, they should be all of the same 
make. Funny thing to say though, with him 
selling petrol for the red garage! 

The above set of circumstances seem 
too ridiculous for words, don’t they? And is 
it possible that after experiencing so much 
incompetence at the red and blue garages 


(cheek!) would be shown. 


PUT BRITAIN FIRST! 


I ask those people to wake up to the 
fact that they, their time and their money 
are being used by people who wish the 
National Front and its cause of British 
Nationalism no good at all. Don’t give them 
your time or your money. 

If you think the National Front could 
be improved as a vehicle for advancing the 
British Nationalist cause, then remember 
that in the last analysis the party belongs to 
you and you have the power to improve it — 
but only if you participate in its activities 
wholeheartedly. 

The NF deserves your TOTAL sup- 
port. Remember, it is the ONLY British 
Nationalist organisation which confronts the 
enemy at the Polling Stations and on the 
streets. The League of St. George does 
neither. 

The policy of the National Front to- 
wards European “unity”, the Irish Question 
and the integrity of the British nation will 
always be: “Get Britain OUT of Europe — 
Unite with the White Dominions! Smash the 
I.R.A. — Stand by the Loyalists in Northern 
Ireland! PUT BRITAIN FIRST!” 

If the Pan-Europeanists of the League 
of St. George don’t like. that — too bad! Let 
them build their own party to oppose those 
ideas honestly. Meanwhile let them keep 
their noses out of the National Front. 


you would even consider taking your car 
back to them? Then can you see a garage 
employing a man selling petrol who was 
constantly attacking the whole idea of cars? 

Then consider the new chap round the 
corner. Would his lack of certificates deter 
you? Would you, if you thought he knew 
what he was doing, be influenced by the 
fact that he was being opposed by the 
Established garages? Of course you wouldn’t. 

But just a minute — substitute the red 
garage for the Labour Party, the blue for the 
Tories, the yellow for the Liberals, the new 
chap round the corner for the N.F. and the 
scruffy petrol pump attendant for the Com- 
munist Party. Now surely we have an accurate 
picture of politics in Britain today. 

Despite their record of constant fail- 
ures, Labour and Conservatives constantly 
retain the positions of Parliamentary power. 
And is it not true that the Liberals 
are just a collection of Labour and Tory 
misfits? Then take the N.F. What prevents 
most people from voting for us? 

Why! The fact that the establishment 
opposes us of course. 

Then consider the Communist party. 
Is it not true that while using the political 
advantages of our democratic system and 
being sustained by the Labour Party they are 
constantly attacking democracy, and if ever 
given power would destroy the very people 
who uphold their right to do so? It’s a queer 
how-do-you-do, isn’t it? 
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A. M. WADE 


INFLATION 
CAREERS ON 


INFLATION is not a disease Britain has 
contacted from abroad, due to the selfish- 
ness of the underdeveloped countries or the 
Arab Sheikhs. It is mainly the result of 
deliberate policy which has operated against 
the best interests of this country, as proved 
by the unprecedented fall in the value of our 
money, which in itself has caused prices to 
rise alarmingly. The damage done to public 
confidence in money has created a rash of 
evils which make it look as if many people 
are losing their reason. Bodies of men at all 
levels have acted selfishly in almost panic 
fashion to protect their own interests, regard- 
less of others. 


WHY WAS INFLATION DELIBERATELY 
EMBARKED ON? 


There is no doubt that this policy of 
inflation and ultra-high interest rates for 
access to money was decided on by the Con- 
servative Government in 1971. It was possible 
then, when the new Rules were published, to 
foresee the inflationary consequences, and 
the immense bonus they comprised to the 
banking system, not appreciated by the 
general public. The policy was presented by 
the Government as a need to increase 
employment and the G.N.P. 

The need to increase output was real 
enough, but the action of raising interest 
rates to 12, 15 and even 18 per-cent made 
industrial investment impossible. Con- 
sequently, the health and prosperity of 
industry, on which national survival depends, 
was bartered by the financial authorities, for 
quick profits on the exchanges, for specu- 
lation in property and land, and very often 
in properties abroad. This was very fine for 
the City while it lasted, but the inevitable 
results of such folly are now being felt. 


INFLATION WILL NOT BE CURED 
UNTIL WE DIAGNOSE ITS CAUSE 


Monetary Reformers believe the above 
explanation for inflation is self-evident, but 
public discussion of the cause is now 
frowned upon. This was very noticeable in 
the discussion between high level authorities 
on BBC 1, on March 26. There is much to be 
said for suppressing vital information in 
some games in order to keep them going. 
The pleasure is in travelling not arriving. But 
surely, in this case the urgent need is to 
arrive at the facts in order to determine the 
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remedy. We are now fiddling while Rome is 
burning. Or the words of J. M. Keynes 
present the situation which is developing 
everywhere around us. 

“There is no less conspicuous yet 
simultaneously surer way of destroying the 
present foundations of society than through 
the corruption of the currency. This frees 
the hidden forces of economics — which not 
one in a million can diagnose — in a destruc- 
tive way.” 

After creating ideal conditions for the 
proliferation of vipers in society, the Estab- 
lishment advises the transfer of government 
from Whitehall to Brussels, whereby all 
financial control will be lost to this country. 


THE NEED FOR AN ENQUIRY INTO 
THE FINANCIAL SYSTEM 


The British public deserve to know the 
facts about the corruption of their national 
currency, their loss of savings, and the com- 
plete loss of interest on savings. In spite of 
the apparently high interest rates, they are in 
fact not only non-existent but negative. The 
mystery is that there has been no demand 
for an enquiry, and no open criticism of high 
interest rates. (In the interminable discus- 
sions on TV and Radio, it is a remarkable 
fact that no one ever refers to the inflationary 
effects of high interest rates, and their 
crippling effect on the growth rate.) 

Japan has a more direct way of acting. 
Its Central Bank ordered an investigation 
and has reported under the title of GLOBAL 
INFLATION IN THE 70s. ‘“‘In this report 
Britain and the U'S. are, it alleges, the main 
culprits because they allowed the neglect of 
their own inflation problems to find ex- 
pression in forms that have had the effect of 
triggering off a vicious circle of wage and 
price increases throughout the globe.” 
(Financial Times, 7.3.75) 

The writer of the article, C. Gordon 
Tether, concludes with a plea for a searching 
enquiry into the whole situation by the 
International Monetary Fund, or some similar 
body. “In this way, the truth can be estab- 
lished and remedial action put in hand while 
there is yet time to prevent the cancer of 
currency corruption completing its deadly 
work.”” 

The present writer urges the need for 
an impartial enquiry into the whole foun- 
dation and practice of the monetary system 
with a view to making bold and realistic 
changes in its theory and practice to enable 


it to fulfil its duty to the nation as a whole 
under the new conditions pertaining to the 
modern world, where money is no longer of 
intrinsic value, and its treatment as a com- 
modity is no longer rational. But one must 
in honesty make this stipulation — that the 
Commission of Enquiry must be manned by 
impartial and free men, capable of putting 
the general interest first and of resisting 
pressures from the status quo which are now 
omni-present and almost omnipotent. 

The writer would like to press for one 
man in particular to be given responsibility 
for organising the Enquiry — Lord Denning, 
Master of the Rolls. If the forthcoming 
opportunity to the British to decide their 
destiny between bondage and freedom is 
seized, this enquiry would be possible if 
Parliament pressed for it. But if the people 
lose confidence in our ability to stand on 
our own feet, and prefer to lean on Brussels, 
such an enquiry is unlikely ever to take place. 


HOW THE TRADE BALANCE CAN BE 
REVERSED 


We are told that we are spending 5 per- 
cent more than we earn, and at the same time 
we have been told by the C.B.I. that our 
present productive capacity is working at a 
low load factor. It is crazy to go into debt, 
month after month, when men are anxious 
to work and plant is standing idle on 
account of cash shortage. In full page adver- 
tisements banks have told us that Access 
cards are available throughout the world. 
But of what use are they if industry stag- 
nates? If the banks would meet the require- 
ments of industry that 5 per-cent could 
soon be reversed; the pound would gain in 
value, prices would fall, taxation could be 
reduced, and the clamour for higher wages 
would cease. 


NO NEED TO WAIT FOR THE BANKS 


But there is no need for the Chancellor 
to wait for the banks to act responsibly. The 
creation of money is the duty of the State, 
and not the banks. If all new money were 
created by the State, and spent into produc- 
tive channels inflation would cease. No poli- 
tician will speak of this possibility. We 
challenge any politician to say why this 
should not be done now, and the crazy 
chaos of rapidly deteriorating conditions dis- 
sipated. The nation is in a problem created 
by the money system, not in any genuine 
difficulty of natural circumstances. Juggling 
with new taxation will only exacerbate the 
situation and take the heart out of industry, 
especially small industry. We are hooked on 
the fallacies and vested interests of a now 
completely discredited money system, yet 
dare not make the change on account of 
some secret fear. Is it necessary to wait for 
the complete collapse of the system, with all 
the human suffering involved, before we act? 


PEOPLE 
SHOULD 


VOTE 
NILE. 


Speech made by Ruth Robinson at Eltham 
Green School on Saturday 21st June, 1975, during 
West Woolwich By-Election Campaign. 


We have witnessed the decline of this nation 
over the last 30 years from one of the most power- 
ful and most respected countries in the world to 
the sorry state we find it in today. 

For 30 years we have had two leaders — 
General Apathy and Major Despair. We have been 
led blindfold along an obstacle course to National 
Ruin and self-degradation. 

We have sunk so low that a tinpot dictator 
such as General Amin can not only tweak the lion’s 
tail but proceed to stuff it down the lion's throat. 
We have the spectacle of emissaries from the Queen 
of England grovelling low and licking the boots of 
a thug and murderer whose corrupt regime is only 
held together by the strings of international 
finance and mealy mouthed multi-racial minded 
Europeans. 

At the whim of a mad dictator, we agreed 
to take tens of thousands of his unwanted Asians. 

At the whim of another bloodstained 
dictator by the name of Kenyatta, we are taking 
his unwanted Asians. 

And the same story from Tanzania. 

And all lest we be condemned at the bar of 
‘World Opinion’. 

Successive British Governments have only 
supported pro-communist or anti-white regimes. 

Have you noticed the hypocrisy in foreign 
affairs? This myopic bar of world opinion sees 
only what it wants to see and condemns only what 
suits it to condemn. 

Successive governments have alienated our 
friends in the Commonwealth, made enemies of 
our friends while our enemies without and within 
grow stronger daily. 

All this has been done in your name — but 
they never consult you — only insult you by 
coming back and asking for your vote. 

Of course we know who is behind it all and 
why, and one day they will get their just desserts. 

Meanwhile, here at home, they have managed 
to spread a sleeping sickness across the population. 
They have changed the face of this country beyond 
recognition, and never asked or consulted us — the 
British people, tax- and ratepayers who sustain 
them in their lofty towers. For years they've been 
telling us we live in a democracy, and some people 
still believe it. The truth is that we live in a feudal 
dictatorship where the two big parties take it in 
turns to mismanage, thus giving the illusion of 
choice, whilst leading us into the blind alley of 
bankruptcy and a left-wing totalitarian state. We 
have travelled so far along this road that what was 
the patriotic centre is now termed ‘extreme right’ 
and the rabid left is now the moderate centre. And 
still people seem unaware that the politicians have 
squandered our heritage, are threatening our 
present and have mortgaged our future and our 
children’s future. 

And while they have been busy denigrating 


this Country abroad, let's look at their record at 
home. What a long list of unmitigated failure! 
They have failed to house the people of this 
Country, and indeed in some cases local councils 
are unaware that local people need housing, as 
they have scoured Asia and the Caribbean in their 
search for tenants. 

It is doubtful if they have increased the 
housing stock at all in spite of vast rebuilding 
programmes. We have witnessed the destruction 
of street upon street of perfectly good houses. 
Whole communities have been uprooted and 
dispersed, and now we are reaping the results in 
baby battering and nervour troubles on these new 
estates. Look at the little streets of London; in 
Balham and Wandsworth, and Catford and Lewis- 
ham and Eltham and Woolwich. Streets of houses 
built without government interference and council 
bureaucracy, where families could live happily and 
children play in their own garden, where people 
knew their neighbours and were ready to help out 
in time of trouble; where aunts and uncles and 
cousins and friends lived just along the street or 
round the corner. Compare this living community 
that used to be with the vast grey, soulless, con- 
crete blocks where pensioners can lie dead and 
unnoticed for months on end. Concrete blocks 
built not to house people but to win awards and 
make money for large building concerns and 
corrupt politicians. 

Nowonder there is vandalism on these new 
estates. People were not meant to be mere units 
to be accommodated in the smallest possible 
space, like battery hens, impersonal row upon 
impersonal row stretching ever upwards like sore 
fingers upon the skyline. 

We have the tentacles of government creep- 
ing and tightening their stranglehold over every 
facet of daily life. They are taking more and more 
decisions for people and sapping the will of people 
to be responsible for themselves and their families. 
They want us all living in a council flat, working 
for the government so they know where we are 
and what we're up to. Now with talk of removing 
the tax relief on mortgage interest they will soon 
achieve their aim. We must encourage people, 
wherever possible, to own their own homes. This 
gives a pride in surroundings, a stake in the country 
and security for the future. 

We have witnessed the run down of industry 
in the south-east and on Thameside. Jobs and job 
opportunities have been lost at an alarming rate, 
and if the trend continues London will become 
Jarrow on Thames in the 1980's. This is part of the 
drift of industry out of this country, part of the 
scheme of the multi-national corporations and 
international finance who move capital and labour 
around at will. We know they owe no allegiance to 
anyone or anything except their bank balances, 
and now in England, once the powerhouse of the 


world, every damn thing you pick up is made 
abroad in some Godforsaken Country you didn't 
know existed. 

So it should come as no surprise to read that 
the unemployment figures are the highest in June 
since the war. Ironically, in the same day the 
Minister of State, Alex Lyon, proudly announced 
that he is allowing more immigrants than ever 
into this Country. Have we all gone stark raving 
mad? 

Where are they going to live and what are 
they going to do? 

And now there are plans in the pipeline for 
further curtailing our freedom. Did you hear on 
the radio on*Tuesday our moderate liberal friend, 
David Steel, member for a Scottish constituency 
where a blackman is something from a geography 
lesson and an immigrant a person moving in from 
a neighbouring village. He is now lecturing us on 
the necessity to ‘improve and strengthen’ the Race 
Relations Act. He is seriously proposing that all 
firms be given a quota — according to the census 
returns of the area in which they are — of ethnic 
groups they must employ. It matters not, appar- 
ently, that when needing skilled workers, design 
draughtsmen and engineers, firms, in order to win 
government contracts, must employ non-English 
speaking drawers of water and hewers of wood 
from Bangladesh and Pakistan. Thus will the wheels 
of British industry start to turn; thus will our raging 
inflation be assuaged and thus will the unemploy- 
ment problem be solved in the shape of a whole 
new breed of nosey-parker civil servant, government- 
inspired Gestapo, spending countless hours and 
miles of paper checking that British firms are 
employing foreign labour. 

Thus far have we sunk into the mire of 
multi-racialism and apathy that such an outrageous 
suggestion is met without comment. What has hap- 
pened to the British people that they meekly 
accept this Government by decree and by busy- 
bodies? There is a sickness of despair hanging over 
the Country and the only people who will dispel it 
is the National Front. 

The truth is that neither the Labour nor 
Conservative parties are in a position to put this 
country right. They have sold our birthright to the 
international cosmopolitan moneylenders and in 
return they dictate the paths our governments will 
follow. Successive conservative and labour govern- 
ments have created inflation by increasing the 
money supply and by borrowing abroad at high 
interest rates which you and | are having to pay 
back. They now blame wage awards which are not 
in themselves inflationary as most of the money 
goes straight back to the government in the form 
of taxation. Wage awards are the result of inflation. 

Their whole record is one of failure and 
mismanagement, change for the sake of change. 
Confuse and demoralize the people and then you 
can do as you damn well please with them. They've 
changed our currency so we don’t know how much 
we're spending; they've changed our measurements 
so we don’t know how much we’re buying and 
they've changed the county boundaries so we don't 
know where we live any more. Everything that was 
good and right for people has gone in the interests 
of internationalism. All our values have been stood 
on their head. Everything that instinct tells us is 
right they tell us is wrong. And then they come 
along and call us apathetic. | do not believe the 
British people are apathetic, they’re confused and 
demoralised. 

And now the old tired parties come along 
and ask for our votes so they can lead us further 
along the road to ruin and serfdom. 

Let us have none of it. 

Let us tell them loudly and clearly that the 
British people no longer believe their lies that the 
National Front is ‘extremist’ — they are the true 
extremists — look at the extreme changes they 
have made. 

Don't waste your vote on the old tired 
Parties. 

Now is the time to stand up and be counted 
by voting for the National Front — the only party 
capable of putting the GREAT back in BRITAIN. 
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BY FAR the most serious threat to the 
security and employment prospects of 
British workers will come from future E.E.C. 
immigrant labour. One of the central pro- 
visions of the Treaty of Rome is its stipula- 
tion of the free movement of labour within 
member states. This stipulation has been spelt 
out in detail in a series of Regulations and 
Directives which are binding on all member 
states and have precedence over any other 
legislation in those states. Any immigration 
restrictions at present will have to be waived 
for E.E.C. immigrants. 

E.E.C. regulations are much more far- 
reaching than any provisions Britain has ever 
made regarding immigrant workers. At pre- 
sent, migration within the E.E.C. is small but 
migration from non-E.E.C. (mostly Arab and 
African) countries into the E.E.C. is sub- 
stantial and increasing. Because of the E-E.C.’s 
growing reliance on immigrant labour, it is 
expected that the free movement of labour 
will soon be extended to cover migrant 
workers who enter the Community from 
outside. And since Britain is a member they 
will of course come here. 

All E.E.C. legislation on the migra- 
tion of workers now affects Britain, and any 
future Council decisions on the issue will 
also be binding on us. This has ominous 
implications for British workers, because 
the legislation is alarmingly extensive. 
Articles 48 and 49 of the Treaty of Rome 
and their derivative legislation reveal what is 
required of Britain, and as the Treaty bluntly 
puts it, “These Regulations shall be binding 
in their entirety and directly applicable in all 
Member States’’. Article 48 declares: 

1. “Freedom of movement for workers 
shall be secured within the Community not 
later than by the end of the transitional 
period.” (i.e., five years after entry). 

2. “Such freedom of movement shall 
entail the abolition of any discrimination 
based on nationality between workers of 
Member States, as regards employment, 
remuneration and other conditions of work 
and employment.” 

3. It shall entail the right to move 
freely within the territory of Member States 
for this purpose.” 

Article 49 declares: As soon as this 
Treaty comes into force, the Council shall 
issue directives or regulations setting out the 
measures required to bring about, by pro- 
gressive stages, freedom of movement for 
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NEIL FARNELL 


EEC: Huge new 
immigrant 


threat 


workers, as defined in Article 48, in par- 
ticular: (a) by ensuring close collaboration 
between national employment services; and 
(b) by systematically abolishing such admin- 
istrative procedures and practices and such 
qualifying periods in respect of eligibility 
for available employment, as a result of 
domestic legislation, the maintenance of 
which would be an obstacle to the freeing 
of workers’ movements.” 


MORE DANGEROUS 


Shorn of their bureaucratic verbiage, 
the Treaty’s provisions are potentially more 
dangerous than ever the 1948 British Nation- 
ality Act. The provisions would be menacing 
enough if they restricted immigration into 
Britain to Germans, French, Italians, Dutch 
and other mainland Europeans, but a great 
many coloureds and other peoples are to be 
expected as well. 

For instance, the Association Agree- 
ments concluded by the E.E.C. with Turkey 
and Greece provide for future free movement 
of labour between those countries and the 
E.E.C. countries — including Britain. Also 
by its decision of 15th October 1968, the 
E.E.C. Council made Articles 48 and 49 
applicable to the French Overseas Depart- 
ments (Territories). These are Reunion, 
Guadeloupe, Martinique and French Guiana. 
It is officially estimated that there are nearly 
200,000 (mostly coloured) French citizens 
from these places in mainland France. 

The sub-directives of Articles 48 and 49 
are even more extensive than the actual 
Articles, and again shorn of their bureau- 
cratic and euphemistic verbiage, they reveal 
an internationalist’s dream. To begin with, 
any present national of an E.E.C. country, 
irrespective of where he originally came 
from, may obtain work in the territory of 
any other member country. An immigrant 
must under E.E.C. law receive the same 
priority in employment as a citizen born in 
the country to which he has moved. In 
other words, E.E.C. immigrants could 
obtain employment in Britain while British 
workers were sti!l unemployed. Any existing 
legislation or regulations which place British 
workers — by reason of their having been 
born here — in a preferential position, is 


overruled, and will — in E.E.C. language, be 
“systematically abolished.” 

Legislation existing in Britain which 
restricts the number and percentage of 
foreign workers in any given industry does 
not now apply to nationals of other E.E.C. 
countries. Under E.E.C. law, foreign 
nationals must now receive all the benefits 
that British workers receive regarding 
employment, social services, etc. Anything 
which favours the British worker and dis- 
criminates against E.E.C. nationals on 
medical, professional or other grounds is 
now annulled, and a foreign E.E.C. national 
may not be treated differently with regard 
to remuneration, dismissal and vocational 
training or re-employment if he has become 
unemployed: So an Italian, Algerian French 
citizen, or whatever, must now be regarded 
as a “British” worker. 


ILLEGAL 


Any clause in a collective or individual 
agreement concerning anything to do with 
employment is illegal if it puts the (original) 
British workers first. Aliens are at present 
excluded from Government Training Centres, 
Rehabilitation Centres and Department of 
Employment services generally. Under E.E.C. 
law these restrictions are being “syste- 
matically abolished’. Foreign E.E.C. immi- 
grants will have the right to join British trade 
unions, to vote in union elections and even 
to become trade union leaders. 

Nationalists may note that Italy and 
France have the largest Communist parties 
outside the Iron Curtain and many European 
unions have a strong Communist tradition. 
Through E.E.C. regulations, foreign Com- 
munists could conceivably become members 
of the TUC General Council in future years. 
A foreign EEC national who is working in 
Britain must have access to equal accom- 
modation as British workers and be able to 
own his accommodation, i.e. he can put his 
name on a local housing list and there must 
be no discrimination between him and a 
British born person. Residence qualifications 
and nationality restrictions on municipal 
housing lists — where these are not already 
illegal under the Race Relations Act — will 
be made so. An EEC immigrant’s wife and 
children under 21, or older if dependent on 


him, may take up residence in Britain with 
him. So may any other relative dependent 
on him (this could be wide open to abuse). 
Existing Immigration Acts and restrictions 
do not apply to foreign EEC nationals, i.e. 
an Algerian could eventually bring all his 
relatives to settle in Britain. Children of EEC 
immigrants must receive all the educational, 
apprenticeship and vocational training British 
children do. 

EEC Member States and their employ- 
ment services are required to co-operate with 
each other to achieve “vacancy clearance” in 
any EEC area where labour is needed. Mem- 
ber States are also required to set up “spec- 
ialist services” to deal with this; (in Brussels, 
the workers are not considered as people 
but are referred to as “intra-Community 
manpower”, i.e. mere statistics to be re- 
located at will). 


NORTHERN IRELAND 


Member States are ordered to inform 
the EEC Commission of details concerning 
the movement of labour, and employment 
per region and branch of industry. The Com- 
mission emphasises “This information shall 
be brought up-to-date regularly”. When the 
political situation in Northern Ireland im- 
proves, the Safeguarding of Employment 
(Northern Ireland) Act 1947, which pre- 
vents movement of labour from the Repub- 
lic into the North, will be abolished. The 
Eurocrats hope this can be done by the end 
of the transitional period — which is five 
years. If the political situation does not 
improve, the EEC demands that a policy of 
free movement of labour be still imple- 
mented — but in stages over a longer period. 

The political implications of this are 
obvious: Republican voters will pour into 
Ulster, create an eventual majority, and 
hence a United Ireland, (Mr. Heath inciden- 
tally, was aware of this when he signed the 
Treaty of Rome). 

Member States must eventually abolish 
work permits for all EEC nationals. EEC 
workers will eventually have complete and 
unhindered freedom of movement within 
the Community, i.e. no work or residence 
permits will be required, and no regional, 
industrial, occupational, etc., restriction or 
restriction as to the length of stay in the 
member countries of their choice will be in 
force. 

These ‘rights’ of course apply also to 
British people, but not to black Common- 
wealth immigrants. The EEC has allowed 
the British Government all the Common- 
wealth immigration it wants, but coloured 
immigrants must stay in Britain and have 
no rights to reside in any other EEC country. 
EEC nationals will enjoy the right to remain 
in Britain even when they are not working, 
i.e. unemployed, retired, or unable to work 
through permanent illness, and can even 
reside and receive benefits in Britain while 
working in another EEC state — provided 


they return once a week. While obviously 
this is only practical now — because of the 
English Channel — for the better off immi- 
grant, Brussels hopes that the Channel 
Tunnel, when completed, will make multi- 
national commuting an easy and desirable 
affair for immigrants. 


ONLY A START 


If, after an EEC immigrant has resided 
in Britain, he returns to the Continent, under 
EEC regulations he will be entitled to return 
here to live at any time, even for retirement 
or if unable to work. And an immigrant’s 
relatives may also remain after his retire- 
ment or decease, etc. All these directives 
now binding on Britain are only a start, it is 
expected in official quarters that they will 
be greatly extended in the coming years. 

The “free movement of labour’’ is a 
system which favours the owners of large 
capital, but it is certainly not in the interests 
of British workers. There is nothing “‘free”’ 
about any foreign system which threatens 
the security of employment of our own 
people, quite apart from all the other 
potential dangers. The Brussels regime will 
use all the methods possible — propaganda, 


elephants, ordnance, artillery and the like; 


their part to play. 


his preface to Land and Sea Tales wrote :— 


And history gives the naked cause of it — 
One single, simple reason in all cases; 


conquer. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Among all the nations whose soldiers have served under my command in war, 
and those I got to know well during my ten years’ service in the Western defence 
organisations, naturally I know best my own race, the British. We have always been a 
sturdy and independent people and for many years have not known final defeat. 
Freedom is in our blood and has given us a sturdy and unique strength. The Industrial 
Revolution has disturbed this spirit, but the desperate struggle for existence in the 
slums of Britain toughened at the same time as it physically hurt the people. Economic 
oppression has not broken the spirit of the British. It has produced the Glasgow Scot, 
the lad from Lancashire, the man from the Midlands, the London cockney. With such 
men all things are possible, and once set in motion in battle they are unbeatable — 
given good generalship, adequate equipment and sinews of war, and leaders they trust. 
But the danger from within is always present and must be kept in subjection. All in all, 
the oracle was right: if undue luxury gets a hold on the manhood of a nation, and 
martial qualities are neglected, that nation is likely to fall. 

Morale is the most important factor on which war potential is built up. Francis 
Bacon, a very wise man, wrote the following :— 

Walled towns, stored arsenals and armouries, goodly races of horse, chariots of war, 
( all this is but sheep in a lion’s skin, except the breed 
and disposition of the people be stout and warlike. 

A study of the history of warfare proves the absolute truth of this statement. 
The main responsibility for ensuring it belongs to political leaders, but generals have 


High morale is allied with physical fitness; the soldier cannot be mentally fit for 
battle unless he is physically fit, and the same applies to sailors and airmen. Kipling in 


Nations have passed away and left no traces, 


They fell because their peoples were not fit. 

Generals must see to it that their troops are imbued with that infectious 
optimism and that offensive eagerness which comes from physical well-being. Given 
this, and in the sure knowledge that they have a great and righteous cause, then must 
follow the will to persevere in battle in the face of all difficulties — and finally to 


Field Marshal Lord Montgomery: A HISTORY OF WARFARE 


bogus incentives, and probably eventual 
compulsion — to encourage workers of EEC 
countries to switch from country to country 
in search of work. The only “free” part about 
this is the freedom to be pulled up by the 
roots and moved about like refugees to 
wherever the EEC Commission and big 
business wants labour at any given time. 
Whole communities will be destroyed by 
immigration and enticed emigration, and 
Britain will ultimately become one big 
cosmopolitan slag-heap. 

Any civilised policy, that took account 
of differing standards, culture etc, would 
bring work to the people, not the reverse. 
Continental countries are used to this sys- 
tem; France’s economic growth has been 
made possible by immigrant labour, with 
Italians, Spanish, Portuguese and Algerians 
living in slum, shanty towns. The same has 
happened elsewhere in the EEC. Germany 
has over three million immigrant workers. 
Luxembourg has as many immigrant workers 
as natives. This may be good for their inter- 
nationalist economies but it has led to 
nationality tensions which were inconceiv- 
able before. And now this dangerous policy 
applies to Britain. Because, as the Treaty of 
Rome puts it: “This policy shall be binding 
in its entirety and directly applicable in all 
Member States.” 
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BRIAN BALDWIN 


THE MEANING OF 


LAW AND ORDER 


IF one was to ask the vast majority of 
ordinary citizens if they were satisfied with 
the present state of affairs, most of them 
would answer with a definite negative. And 
high on the list of priorities would be the 
desire for a tightening up as regards law and 
order. When, of course, people are asked 
what do they mean by law and order, the 
general reply is, “Well, they should bring 
back hanging”. The “they” of course being 
the members of Parliament who abolished 
the death penalty. Implicit in this desire 
for a return of capital punishment is the real 
but unspoken desire for a return to the more 
honest days of yesteryear, when the ordinary 
citizen was free to go in peace about his 
lawful occasions, without the dreadful 
modern phenomenon of the mugger. 

In order, therefore, to change the 
situation, it is first necessary to understand 
what is law, how it is enforced, and how the 
penal system operates. From this kind of a 
base can then come suggestions as to how a 
government might change the law, in order 
to better ensure that the ordinary citizen 
can go about his lawful occasions in peace. 

Great Britain is unique in that it has 
no written constitution. Therefore there is 
no supreme court which has the power to 
decide whether or not a law is constitu- 
tional. Parliament itself is the supreme law 
making body, and because no government 
can bind its successor, laws can be repealed 
or altered, so that in general terms the 
people are protected against the abuses of 
governmental power. 

There are two kinds of law in this 
country: common law and statute law. Both 
kinds may be either civil, or criminal law. 
Generally, civil law is to do with the regula- 
ting of the dealings of one citizen with 
another, whilst criminal law is to do with the 
offending of persons against the rules of 
society. Most common law and some statute 
law which deal with criminal matters are 
based on a natural concept of moral law. 
Much else of statute law deals with rules for 
the ordering of amodern mechanical society, 
and therefore the offences which may be 
committed under those laws are created 
offences. That is to say, as opposed to laws 
which are based on moral law, there would 
be no offence if there were no law, or if 
there were no need for that law. For example 
if there were no motor cars, then there would 
be no need for the Road Traffic acts, and 
there would be no road traffic offences. 

In pre-Norman times the country of 
England was divided into the various Anglo- 
Saxon kingdoms, and both offences and 
punishments varied from kingdom to king- 
dom, and even in the various earldoms of 
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those kingdoms. For example, the laws of 
Ethelbert, a seventh century king of Kent, 
provided for a list of fines for a variety of 
crimes from murder to fornication. The 
amount to be paid was carefully graded and 
stipulated, and varied according to the rank 
of the accused and of his victim. Under the 
laws of Alfred it was a greater offence to 
break into the house of a sich man than it 
was to break into the cottage of a peasant. 

With the coming of William the 
Conqueror, a start was made at codifying 
laws, and the process was extended under 
Henry II, who encouraged the growth of a 
Common Law of England, in place of local 
customs. By the Fourteenth century, the 
various courts which had become estab- 
lished were administering the law with some 
regard to the rules of evidence, and were 
administering it with increasing severity. 
The concept of sin, which became fully 
absorbed into the law, completely altered 
its character. Murder, robbery and rape 
were no longer regarded as torts for which 
compensation could be demanded, but as 
sins for which a penance was required. 

Under the influence of a rediscovered 
Roman law they were also regarded as 
crimes against society at large, which the 
King as leader of that society, was entitled 
to punish, and with the gathering of a body 
of Common Law he was acquiring the 
power and means to punish. 

It was Edward I, one of the great 
kings of England, who laid the foundations 
of modern Statute law. He came to the 
throne in 1274 at the age of thirty-five, and 
relying on the help of great lawyers, began a 
re-organization and classification of the 
English legal system. In the first fifteen 
years of his reign, Parliament, by virtue of 
statutes passed under Edward’s guidance, 
had virtually eliminated the old feudalism 
from political life, and the groundwork of a 
new legal system was built. 

However, the depredations that were 
threatening society could not be ended 
merely by passing laws, by re-organizing the 
existing legal system, or by dismissing the 
incompetent or corrupt officials whose duty 
it was to administer justice. So in 1283 
Edward drafted the Statute of Winchester, 
the codification of a system of police, which 
was intended to enforce the observation of 
the law. It is this Statute which forms the 
basis upon which the modern police force of 
Britain is built. 

For many centuries every Englishman 
had been expected to possess some form of 
weapon and to obey the summons of the 
posse commitatus. Under this command, 
which was entrusted to the sheriff by the 


King, every person in the county over the 
age of fifteen years, and under the degree of 
a peer, was required not only to defend the 
realm against the Kings enemies but also to 
keep the peace and pursue felons. 

Now the Statute of Winchester not 
only required mén to keep the peace, but 
“to abate the power of felons” so the type 
of weapon each man must have was stipu- 
lated. To see that these weapons were kept 
in good order, royal officers were empowered 
to visit houses and inspect them. Regulations 
not only made known by proclamation the 
duties of every man to answer the “‘hue and 
cry’, but also laid down areas of responsi- 
bility by defining “watch and ward”. By 
emphasising the English tradition that every 
man is a policeman, Edward I gave the law 
enforcement system more force that ever it 
had previously known. 

So statute law came to take prece- 
dence over the common law, and since the 
days of Edward I governments have been 
charged with making laws and with seeing 
that those laws were upheld and respected. 
But government itself must also uphold and 
respect the law. A government which brings 
the law into disrepute has only itself to 
blame if the result is at best apathy, and at 
worst anarchy. 

Anxiety is growing daily about the 
decline in respect for the law and the grow- 
ing readiness of government to condone 
breaches of the law for political or economic 
motives. Therefore it is not to impugn that 
anxiety if we assert that respect for law im- 
plies the existence and recognition of a 
clear distinction between what is law and 
what is not law, and that there is equal 
cause for concern over the growing ten- 
dency, sometimes in the highest quarters, to 
blur or even to ignore this fundamental 
dividing line. This tendency may not be 
“snconnected with the decline in respect for 
the law itself; if law is arbitrary, or uncer- 
tain, or undefined, or subjective, then the 
basis on which unconditional respect for it 
can be demanded is weakened or removed. 
In Britain law is made and existing law 
removed or altered, in one way only; by act 
of Parliament or by subordinate legislation in 
accordance with act of Parliament. 

A lot of rubbish is talked nowadays 
about the “‘will” of Parliament. Whatever 
that expression means, if anything, the “will” 
of Parliament is not the law of the land, nor 
in any way binding upon the people, unless 
and until that will has taken the form of an 
act of Parliament, and then only within the 
precise terms of that act as interpreted, if 
need be, by the courts. 

It is a prevalent habit of governments 
to use the threat of law as a substitute for 
the law. The fact that a Minister has power 
under the law to make a legally binding 
statutory order does not create any duty or 
presumption of duty on the part of the 
citizen, unless and until the Minister actually 
makes that order. No more than a Govern- 
ment White Paper announcing proposed legis- 


lation, or a resolution of either House in 
favour of such an announcement, can alter 
the law. 

Flagrant cases of contempt for the 
law are to be found in the mouths of Minis- 
ters. They try without legal power to enforce 
compliance with their will which has no 
legal sanction. A case in point is the opera- 
tion of the Race Relations Acts. Both 
Ministers of the Crown and prominent mem- 
bers of the Race relations board are trying 
to enforce their will on the British people by 


threatening to use powers which under these 
acts plainly do not exist in law. The only 
response of the citizen to this usurpation is 
to say “make your order lawfully and I will 
obey it, until then mind, your own business 
and I will mind mine.” 

The Government itself has been 
teaching the use of force outside the law and 
which will one day return to plague the 
inventor. 

The demand for the Law to be univer- 
sally respected, and for its enforcement to 


be above the reach of opinion or pressure, 
can only be upheld whilst the essential 
character of the Law itself is understood 
both by the executive and by the legislature. 
Administration and legislation by successive 
governments have contributed to the break- 
down of the hard and firm houndary between 
what is law and what is not law, on which 
the sanctity of the law itself depends. 


The author of this article is a member of 
HM. Prison Service. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


How International Finance backs revolution 


..and helps create food price inflation 


INTERNATIONAL FINANCE is as friendly 
today towards revolutionary ‘socialism’ as it 
has been throughout the 58 years since it 
bankrolled the Russian Revolution. 

An article highlighting this fact ap- 
peared recently in The Guardian. In it the 
writer, David Ottaway, described several 
huge new schemes being launched by the 
World Bank to assist socialistic and com- 
munistic projects in a number of under- 
developed countries in Africa. The article 
was appropriately named ‘Loaning to the 
left’. 

The Bank, said Mr. Ottaway, “widely 
regarded by radicals as a pillar of the 
American dominated capitalist order,” has 
turned to financing in a big way Africa’s 
most radical socialist experiments. 

“In Tanzania, Algeria, Somalia and 
now Ethiopia,” he continued, “all dedicated 
to socialist revolutions of one kind or 
another, the Bank is playing a major role by 
pouring hundreds of millions of dollars into 
their socialist programmes and economies. 

“If these African socialist experiments 
succeed, it is conceivable that the World 
Bank will end by becoming a prime pro- 
moter of socialism over capitalism.” 

The article went on to describe some 
of the projects being financed. Altogether 
the Bank has given Tanzania about $310 
millions in soft and hard loans in the last 
fiscal year alone. A large part of this is being 
used to finance an enforced resettlement of 
about 8 million peasants into so-called 
‘planned villages’ in the largest mass move- 
ment of population ever attempted in 
Africa. Tanzania is in the throes of its worst 
ever economic crisis since ‘independence’ 14 
years ago, and a $30 million loan has been 
arranged by the WB to purchase key food 
imports and to stave off financial and poli- 
tical bankruptcy. More borrowed money has 
been devoted to financing social services. 

The Bank has extended a $305 million 
loan to Algeria, $60 million to Somalia and 
$370 million to Ethiopia. In the latter 
country the Bank’s help was just in time to 
meet a massive economic crisis which might 
have sparked the overthrow of the new 


socialist military government. 

No surprise should of course ensue 
from these disclosures. The World Bank has 
as its President Robert Macnamara, a 
member of the notoriously internationalist 
and leftist Council for Foreign Relations. It 
is an organisation dedicated to _ inter- 
nationalism and world government, and its 
principal functions are to assist leftist regimes 
all over the world and to deliver nations in- 
creasingly into bondage by ensnaring them 
with international debts. This is of course its 
purpose throughout ‘emergent’ Africa, as 
everywhere else. 

As the old colonialism of the 
European powers in Africa has been dis- 
mantled, this has been replaced by a new 
colonialism far more ruthless and dedicated 
to the exploitation of the Africans. Puppet 
black dictators are installed as the nominal 
heads of ‘socialist? governments. With white 
colonial tutelage removed, the countries con- 
cerned prove hopelessly incapable of econo- 
mic stability, let alone progress. Bankruptcy 
soon appears to stare them in the face. This 
bankruptcy is only forestalled by huge inter- 
national loans, which duly establish the new 
colonialism. While the coloured dictators 
strut around proclaiming their ‘indepen- 
dence’, they cannot make a single move 
except by permission of the international 
bankers. 

It is interesting to note in the article 
the reference to huge loans being raised to 
finance food purchases, for this provides a 
clue to the massive inflation in food prices 
from which most countries have recently 
been suffering. The official view of food in- 
flation is that it is ‘inevitable’ due to the 
increasing pressure of demand for food 
against supply, and the principal reason 
given for this is the new clamour for food on 
a vast scale by the ‘developing nations’. 

It is not explained, of course, how 
these ‘developing nations’ are suddenly able 
to afford massive food imports having never 
previously been able to afford them. The 
factor which enables them to do so is in fact 
the gigantic extension of loans to them by 
international finance, operating through 


such agencies as the World Bank and Inter- 
national Monetary Fund, as well as 
numerous private agencies, such as Rocke- 
fellers and Rothschilds. 

The loans are made possible mainly by 
the orthodox modern banking practice of 
merely ‘creating’ money by book entry. 
There is no intrinsic value in the money 
‘loaned’ to the developing countries for 
them to buy food; it merely debases the 
value of already existing money all around 
the world, so that food ‘for the developing 
countries is in fact subsidised by the 
developed countries having to pay more for 
its 

These two evils — world inflation and 
the sustenance of extreme socialist regimes. 
— might appear to be unrelated but in fact 
they are not. They form essential parts of 
the strategy of international finance in its 
drive towards world government. 

World inflation helps to destroy the 
traditional Western free enterprise system 
and creates constant industrial and social 
unrest. These are the grounds on which 
marxist subversion thrives. Then in all 
countries where marxist regimes take over 
they become merely the tools of their inter- 
national paymasters, especially when their 
natural inefficiency brings them into eco- 
nomically muddy waters from which they 
seek rescue by international loans. As 
Spengler said in Decline of the West, “there 
is no proletarian, not even a Communist, 
movement that has not operated in the 
interest of money, in the directions 
indicated by money, and for the time per- 
mitted by money.” 

The name of the game must be under- 
stood: it is not Communism; it is not 
Marxism; it is not Socialism; these are 
merely manifestations of the game that the 
mass is permitted to see and believe in. The 
name of the game is World Government by 
the financial elite — a government that will 
be the more secure by its subjects believing 
that they live free of the tyranny of capital, 
while capital in fact represents the source of 
all power over them. 
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SOMETIMES one news story succeeds in 
condensing together in a nutshell the whole 
history of an era. One had this feeling about 
the case of Denis Hills, the British lecturer 
arrested and condemned to death in Uganda 
on the orders of General Amin, then sub- 
sequently released. The Hills story might 
have been the story of Britain in the middle 
and late 20th Century, written into a short 
comic opera with every line carrying an 
appropriate symbolism. 

Hills, it appears, displeased the General 
by writing in a book that he behaved “‘like a 
village tyrant”. News of the offending 
passage got back to the General and the next 
thing was that the writer found himself in a 
jail cell awaiting the firing squad. 

As soon as the news of the case reached 
Britain, two thoughts must immediately have 
occurred to those reading it: one was of 
what the British Government should do if it 
was to maintain any respect for the British 
name around the world; the other was of 
what it undoubtedly would do, bearing in 
mind the kind of government it is, the men 
who head it and the prevalent moral and 
spiritual climate of modern Britain in which 
it operates. 

The Government should of course 
have immediately assembled an airborne 
invasion force and placed it on the alert, 
then sent a curt telegram to Amin, inform- 
ing him that if Hills was not released and 
given safe passage home to Britain within 24 
hours, British paratroops would descend on 
the Ugandan capital. 

But of course the prospect of this 
British Government in these times taking 
such a step was about as great as the prospect 
of the proverbial camel passing through the 
eye of a needle. In the event, what the 
Government did was totally predictable and 
true to character. 

It not only prostrated itself in an orgy 
of pleading to the Ugandan dictator, it per- 
suaded The Queen to join it in its obsequious 
antics. Her Majesty was prevailed upon to 
send a message to ‘Big Daddy’ appealing for 
clemency. 

Amin had in the meantime said that he 
would only reconsider the verdict on Hills if 
the British Foreign Secretary, Mr. Callaghan, 
came tripping across to see him. It should 
by now have become quite obvious to the 
Government what had been obvious to nearly 
everyone else from the start: that Amin was 
just indulging in another of his games. He 
had tried tweaking the lion’s tail before and 
found to his amusement and delight that the 
lion, instead of roaring, would obligingly 
grovel. What better pastime, in moments 
when he was getting bored with the affairs 
of state, to indulge in some more tweaking 
and enjoy some more grovelling! 

Callaghan, with a little more sense of 
the fitness of things than some of his Govern- 
ment colleagues, clearly knew what the game 
was and replied saying that at that point a 
visit to Amin by him would not do any 
good. That at least was what the public was 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


WHEN THE LION 


GROVELLED 


PART OF OPERATION GROVEL 


Amin lays down the law to British General Blair 


ree 


allowed to know. What probably happened 
was that the FO sent a confidential message 
to Amin saying “‘Look, if the Foreign Secre- 
tary flies out now it'll be too much of a 
humiliation for Britain. How about a pro- 
mise that he’ll fly out immediately you give 
Hills a pardon?” 

As for Hills himself, he had in the 
meantime issued from his cell a cringing 
apology to the General. It is perhaps easy 
when one is not sitting in a cell under 
threat of execution to say how people in 
that position should behave — this has to 


be admitted. But against that it must be 
said that had many thousands of our ances- 
tors not chosen in similar situations to 
behave in an altogether manlier fashion 
Britain would not in the first place have 
established imperial suzerainty over Uganda 
or indeed anywhere else. Is Hills typical 
of the contemporary British breed? One 
hopes passionately that he is not. 

But to do justice to Hills it must be 
admitted that he made his apology under 
official advice and probably pressure as 
well, for shortly before another scene of 


sickening humiliation had been enacted 300 
miles North West of Kampala. There two 
British Army officers, once Amin’s superiors, 
went to see the dictator in his old home, a 
mud hut now become a national monument. 
The hut is built with a roof so low that visi- 
tors have to crawl on their hands and knees 
to gain access to their host. It was abundantly 
clear that Amin had selected the place as a 
venue for this very reason and the Ugandan 
radio was all stood by to report the low pro- 
file with which the British officers, a General 
and a Major, made their entry. 

It was at this meeting, apparently, that 
Amin stated his terms for a reconsideration 
of the case, terms of which an apology by 
Hills was an essential part. What other terms 
were discussed is not fully known but they 
may have included British military aid to 
Uganda. 

Anyhow a vital scene of the opera was 
the officers’ mess at Bombo army camp, 
where Hills was being held. Enter Hills into 
the room where waiting for him are Amin 
himself and the General and the Major. Hills 
stands like a schoolboy receiving a dressing 
down from the dictator, who then leaves. 
The officers then persuade Hills to make his 
apology, which he does. According to Hills’ 
own report of this scene afterwards, when 
Amin told him he was getting a reprieve he 
said “Thank you, sir’’. 

The final scene came over British TV 
screens. It was of Mr. Callaghan in Kampala, 
having obediently gone there but after Hills’ 
pardon, presenting Hills with his long lost 
British passport — as good a gimmick to end 
with as any, one supposes. Smiles all round. 

After this episode, and the obliging 
complicity in it of HMG, the officers and 
Hills himself, one wonders what will be the 
next little trick Amin thinks up to make the 
British crawl. Whatever it is, he has the 
satisfaction of knowing that the game he is 
playing is one that he just cannot lose as 
long as people of the contemporary calibre 
represent the opposite side. 

As for the Royal plea for clemency, 
the obvious thought is of how Queen Victoria 
would have reacted in the unlikely event of 
one of her ministers proposing to her that 
she send such a plea to King Lobengula or 
some such savage. Certainly the message con- 
veyed back from the Palace to HM Govern- 
ment would have been to the effect that Her 
Majesty was not amused. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 


POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 


The education 
of a party 


THE VITAL ROLE OF 
NATIONALIST BOOKS 


Every political party sets great store 

on its department of political education, and 
there is nowhere where this is more so than 
in the National Front, which lacks the advan- 
tage, possessed by its rivals, of a large com- 
mercial media through which its views are 
promoted. 
' The main agency of political education 
connected with the NF is Nationalist Books, 
the party’s literature centre which operates 
from the same building as its Head Office. 
Nationalist Books stocks an increasingly 
wide range of works from all over the world 
where the English language goes into print. 
While not all of the works necessarily reflect 
the same views in every detail as those of the 
NF, they provide a solid groundwork of 
education in many subjects of interest to 
nationalists, and have done much to lay the 
intellectual foundations of the party. 

A large part of the business of Nation- 
alist Books is by mail order, and by this 
means it has established a growing clientele 
both in Britain and overseas. It brings to the 
public of course the books that that public is 
not normally permitted to read and spreads 
the knowledge to which the average addict 
of the mass media has no access. The books 
that issue forth from its shelves have done a 
great deal to win recruits to the National 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Front from among the more thoughtful 
members of the public who are not satisfied 
merely with the brief content of leaflets and 
posters but who seek a more serious and 
academic justification of the nationalist 
point of view. The books have also done 
much to give those already converted to the 
party a better understanding of its policies 
so that they are better equipped to propagate 
those policies in all quarters. 

The main credit for the growth of 
Nationalist Books must go to Malcolm 
Skeggs, who for the last few years has worked 
tirelessly to promote and organise the party’s 


book service. A qualified and professional 
librarian and university graduate, Malcolm is 
well equipped for the job. Although still 
only in his thirties, he has been along serving 
nationalist for many years and was in the NF 
at its inception in 1966. For the last few 
years he has been a highly valued member of 
the NF National Directorate. He has also 
stood as NF candidate in three parliamentary 
elections. Despite his considerable commit- 
ments to the book department, he still finds 
time to be Chairman of the Greenwich 
Branch of the NF. 
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SIR: The recent decision by the Executive 
body of the Amalgamated Union of Engin- 
eering Workers to scrap postal voting when 
electing its full-time officials in favour of 
elections at local Branch meetings represents 
another major lurch forward towards the 
political left’s communist goal! 

The new ruling, which takes effect at 
the end of the year, was narrowly Passed by 
the Executive on the strength of engineers’ 
president Mr Hugh Scanlon’s decision to use 
his casting vote after two Welsh executive 
members had been ‘disqualified’ from taking 
part. Secure in the knowledge that there is 
hardly a branch of the Engineering Union in 
Britain not controlled by left-wing activists, 
the Union’s hierarchy aims to make doubly 
sure that its rank and file members’ view- 
point is stifled for ever, thus enabling it to 
continue with its ruthless political activities 
uninterrupted. 

This latest move by the left can only 
help to accelerate its already alarming pro- 
gress towards carrying out its eventual plans 
for rendering Britain another satellite of the 
communist world, and considering the 
recent changes which have taken place in 
Vietnam and Portugal it has much to feel 
encouraged about! 


PHILIP GANNAWAY, 
Bristol. 


SIR: I am a member of three ex service 
organizations. Burma Star Association, Dun- 
kirk Veterans Association and the Royal 
British Legion. 

I attended a meeting the other night 
to be informed that there is a certain group 
of young MPs in the House of Parliament 
who are doing their best to get a bill passed 
that all war disability pensions should be 
taxed. This I am sure you will agree is an 
insult for all those who are suffering to-day 
because they served their country. 

The war disability pension is meagre 
enough now, especially when compared 
against the compensation one would have. 
claimed if similar injuries were sustained in 
industry to-day. 

Please make sure all NF members are 
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aware of what these MPs are trying to do to 
the most helpless members of the community. 
Many of us are writing to our MPs to 
oppose this bill if ever it comes up to be 
passed. It is no use waiting for it to go 
through before we protest it is NOW. 
J. MESURE, 
Wallington, Surrey. 


SIR: Please allow me to give some views on 
a few matters that are regularly talked about 
in the National Front these days. 

First, the so-called conflict between 
‘populists’ and ‘nationalists’. This has always 
seemed to me a bogus conflict, which we 
ought to bury once and for all. Every person 
who has joined the National Front has to be 
a nationalist, otherwise he or she wouldn’t 
have joined. Similarly, everyone hopes to see 
our party become popular with the British 
public, providing that in doing so it does not 
change its founding principles. We are there- 
fore all nationalists and all populists. 

Next, a word about smear leaflets. 
Obviously, these leaflets are something we 
could well do without, but let us understand 
their main purpose and their main potential 
effect. The primary aim of the reds who dis- 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 


tribute them is to get at our own members 
and demoralise them, and the main danger 
that they carry is precisely the danger that 
the reds may succeed in this very purpose. 

I think that there are two dangers to 
our party much greater than that of the 
smear. The first is represented by those 
people in every branch who do little or 
nothing in the shape of work for the party. 
A good example was provided by the recent 
Woolwich by-election. How many readers 
could so easily have helped out at this elec- 
tion and yet didn’t? 

The other danger is represented, luckily 
for us, by only a tiny minority of our mem- 
bership: the people who come along to our 
marches and get drawn into pointless slanging 
matches with the unwashed legions of the 
left — slanging matches which do nothing 
but harm to our party and tarnish the 
dignified image which the vast majority of 
our members project by their conduct on 
the march. 

In most cases quiet but firm words 
from local organisers before a march would 
be enough to stop this kind of thing hap- 
pening. 

JOHN FINNEGAN, 
Birmingham. 


month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 
published in the Fa/mouth Packet. 


SIR,—This must surely 
be National U-Turn 
Year. 


Just when Mr. David Mudd, 
MP, makes a U-turn over the 
Common Market issue, the 
Conservative Party creates a 
new organisation: Conservative: 
Against The Treaty of Rome 
(CATOR); the Communists 
announce the formation of a 
‘‘Communists for Europe”’’ 
group; and the Liberals, not to 
be left behind in the U-Stakes, 
have launched a “No to the 
Common Market” campaign. 


The Scottish National Party 
and the Welsh nationalist Plaid 
Cymru, formerly pro-Market or 
uncommitted, have now thrown 
in their lot with the anti- 
Marketeers. 


BRAINWASHED 


It would seem that the real 
issue fs at last becoming more 
and more apparent: whether 
the people of our once-great 


nation are so brainwashed and 


demoralised that they will now 
consent to alien rule. 


This is what the Treaty of 


Rome is all about. May I urge 
all those who have not yet done 
so to get hold of a copy and 
study it. It is available at public 
libraries. 


Patriots of all political parties 
cannot but approve the 
statement stressed by CATOR: 


“The Conservative Party is 
nothing if it is not a patriotic 
party, and true Conservatives 
oppose whatever diminishes 
their country.” 


All anti-Marketeers see 
clearly that there is no sub- 
stitute for national sovereignty. 
If patriotism dies, the nation 
will die with it. By contrast, Mr. 
Edward Heath has stated: 


**We should frankly 
recognise this surrender of 
sovereignty and its pur- 
pose....We accepted the 
Treaty of Rome unequivocally.” 


UNIFICATION 


The purpose to which Mr. 
Heath referred is, of course, the 
political unification of Western 
Europe as the first stage 
towards the political unification 
of the whole of Europe (vide his 


speech in 1972, immediately 
after signing the Treaty of 
Accession), which in turn is only 
one further stage towards the 
ultimate objective of the 
political unification of the’ 
entire world, with a World 
Government. 


The objective of World 
Government, first promulgated 
by a Conservative Government 
on November 7, 1957, was 
accepted without question by 
the other two parties. 


Today all three parties 
remain firmly committed to this 
aim, which means that the 


electorate would have no real 
choice were it not for a 
National Front, the on 
political party opposed to 


World Government. 

The voting on Jume 5 will 
decide whether Great Britain 
will become once again an 
independent sovereign State, 
free to trade with her Com- 
monwealth and other countries 
how she will, or whether she will 
remain a mere province of 
Europe. 


D. S. FRASER HARRIS, 
Port Navas. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Some notes on the C.I.A. 


One of the most droll things to have 
happened in recent months was the appoint- 
ment of U.S. Vice-President Nelson Rocke- 
feller to be in charge of the “investigation” 
into the activities of the Central Intelligence 
Agency (C.I.A.). A lot of innocent folk 
believe that the C.I.A. is the servant of the 
American Government and thereby the 
servant of the American people. 

It is no such thing. It is the servant of 
America-based International Finance and as 
an organisation it interlocks with the Bilder- 
berg Group, the Council on Foreign Relations, 
the European Movement, and numerous 
other agencies and foundations working not 
for America but for a form of World Govern- 
ment dominated by the banking houses of 
Wall Street — not least among which is the 
House of Rockefeller! 

The true intentions of the C.I.A. can 
be evaluated by study of the record and 
statements of its top operatives. The boss of 
the C.I.A. section in London is Cord Meyer, 
Jnr. The Sunday Times Colour Supplement 
of 15th June, 1975, records that Meyer 
wrote to his parents shortly after WW2 
saying :— 

“T should like to make a life’s work of 
doing what little I can in the problems of 
international co-operation.” 

In 1945 he went to the conference at 
San Francisco which drew up the United 
Nations Charter, and thereafter became one 
of the leaders of the American Veterans’ 
Committee, a “‘liberal’’, Communist — infil- 
trated group set up in opposition to the 
conservative American Legion. Two years 
later he became “‘one of the moving spirits 
of the United World Federalists”’. 

The ST continued: “For four years 
Meyer travelled tens of thousands of miles. 
He talked, he lectured and he wrote a highly 
pursuasive book, Peace or Anarchy, all 
drumming home the message that World 
Government was the only alternative to 
nuclear catastrophe.” 

A quote from Peace or Anarchy (not 
included in the ST report) is revealing: “The 
anarchy that threatens us is the unbridled 
growth of nationalism and in the insistence 
upon sovereignty of nations”. 


The ST report stated that Meyer joined 
the C.I.A. in 1951 at the invitation of its 
then Director, Allen Dulles — a man notorious 
for his twin passions of dismembering the 
British Empire and building World Govern- 
ment. 

Meyer’s career was not in the field of 
espionage as it is commonly understood. He 
became Deputy-Director for Plans which, as 


the ST observed, is the C.1.A.’s “department 
of dirty tricks”. 

The author of the ST report recalled 
that the first time he ever met Meyer was at 
a dinner party in Georgetown, U.S.A., thrown 
by a member of President Kennedy’s Camelot 
scene. “Meyer spent an hour bullying an 
elderly Canadian diplomat about why Cana- 
dians should be so perverse as to wish to 
remain independent of the United States.” 

Meyer was posted to London in May, 
1973 to run the C.I.A.’s operation in Europe. 
The Times — always a soft touch for C.I.A. 
public relations — suggested in January, 
1975, that Meyer was simply “a labour 
specialist on temporary assignment to oversee 
the British situation”’. 

In fact he was here to help finance and 
direct the propaganda operation whereby 
the British people would be brainwashed 
into accepting Britain’s membership of the 
Common Market. 

Naturally donations by the C.I.A. to 
the European Movement and its allies 
during the recent “Keep Britain In” cam- 
paign have been well camouflaged, but the 
record of C.I.A. financial support during 
previous years is well documented. 

Time Out magazine reported on 23rd 
May, 1975: 

“During the period 1947—53 about 
£380,000 of U.S. Government money passed 
secretly from the C.I.A. controlled American 
Committee to the European Movement. The 
subsidies comprised almost half the Euro- 
pean Movement’s total budget. (The Com- 
mittee’s secret funding role became known 
through the discovery of an obscure Oxford 
doctoral thesis written by one F. Rebattet, 
the son of a former Secretary General of the 
European Movement, who had access to the 
Movement’s secret archives).” 

The report went on to reveal that the 
C.L.A., in co-operation with top officials of 
the European Movement, started in 1951 a 
campaign to win European youth to the idea 
of European Unity. The campaign was called 
the European Youth Campaign. 

“It lasted from 1951 to 1959 and was 
by far the most active component of the 
European Movement. In one year alone 


(1952) the Campaign organised 1,899 ses- 


sions and conferences, 900 cinema shows, 
distributed 1.8 million brochures, staged 21 
exhibitions, and managed to secure 2,400 
minutes of radio time for the cause of 
European Unity.” 

“In eight years £1.34 million of secret 
money was passed onto the Youth Cam- 
paign by the C.I.A.’s Committee on a United 
Europe. During this period, in 1954, an 
enthusiastic pro-European named Cord Meyer 


Jnr took over the funding administration. He 
is now the C.I.A. chief in London.” 

Why should the C.I.A. be so anxious 
to keep Britain in the E.E.C.? Simply because 
the International Financial interests which 
control it and the American Government 
were responsible for setting up the ‘Euro- 
pean’ Common Market in the first place, 
through the ‘European’ Coal and Steel Com- 
munity and the ‘European’ Atomic Energy 
Community. 

It is an open secret that the E.E.C. will 
continue to expand its membership until it 
ultimately includes the Soviet nations and 
the United States. In other words, the E.E.C. 
is the main platform on which the Inter- 
national Financial conspirators plan to build 
their World Government. The withdrawal of 
Britain from the Market would have been a 
big set-back for them. 

This is the reason why the European 
Movement was able to spend £30,000 on 
producing its broadcasts during the Refer- 
endum campaign and £25,000 for the advice 
of an American advertising consultant, 
while ‘the anti-Market National Referendum 
Campaign could only spend £13,000 in total 
on its broadcasts. 

This is the reason why the pro-Europe 
brigade was able to spend millions on leaflets 
and poster advertising, while the anti-Europe 
campaign spent barely £100,000. 

This is the reason why the European 
Movement refused to open its books until 
after the Referendum was over and may 
never open them. 

This is the reason why the whole 
Referendum was a complete fraud which can 
have no binding force on the British people 
on the day that they wake up and realise 
that they were the victims of a giant confi- 
dence trick perpetrated by the power-crazy 
conspirators of International Finance. 


BACK ISSUES AVAILABLE 


We have a considerable number of 
back issues available at the moment dating 
back to issue No. 79 (Sept/Oct. 1974). 
To clear these we are offering them at 
specially reduced prices. These are:— 
20—49 copies: 6p each 


50—99 copies: 5p each 
100—249 copies: 3p each 
250 copies and over 2p each 


These are real bargains. Order your 
copies now. Postage should be estimated 
on the basis of 2 oz. per copy. We cannot 
dispatch copies if money for postage is 
not sent. 

Orders to: 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon CRO 20F (Tel. 01-684 3730). 
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Leaque of 
St.George 
article: 
Editor’s 
statement 


As Spearhead is in general principle against 
bickering among people fighting for the same cause, 
the article on page 6 by Martin Webster dealing 
with the League of St. George will probably arouse 
some controversy in the quarters where our maga- 
zine is read. 

We clearly state on page 2 of every issue 
that the views expressed in articles are those of 
their authors alone, and this is the case with the 
article in question. Nevertheless, I anticipate that 
as Editor I shall be asked how far I endorse Mr. 
Webster’s views on his subject and whether I 
consider that their publication is conducive to the 
patriotic unity for which we stand. 

So far as the first question is concerned, 
the subject is one to which Mr. Webster has devoted 
more enquiry and research than I have myself. I 
am not in a position to definitely corroborate all 
that he says, but nor am I in a position to contra- 
dict it. Having had the benefit of Mr. Webster’s 
collaboration in the publication of this journal 
for several years, I must say that I have found his 
information, though not infallible (what journa- 
list’s is?), usually reliable and carefully researched. 
However, in view of the controversial nature of 
some of the facts that he has listed in this article 
I would like to state that should the League of 
St. George feel that it has been misrepresented it 
will be given the opportunity to put the record 
straight in a subsequent issue of Spearhead. If we 
do not receive from it any communication to the 
effect that Mr. Webster’s facts are untrue, we shall 
assume that it acknowledges that they are true. 

To the question regarding patriotic unity, 
I can only answer that to promote and sustain 
such unity remains our policy. However, we must 
make it clear what we understand by “patriotic”. 
‘Patriotic’? means to us anything genuinely dedi- 
cated to the cause of Great Britain and of the 
British people, its and their unity, and its and their 
national sovereignty. If it is proved that an organisa- 
tion is dedicated to any contrary cause, such as the 
break-up of the United Kingdom or British submer- 
sion in a union of Europe, it becomes not our ally 
but our enemy — by virtue of being definitely 
unpatriotic. 

It must also be realised that the National 
Front was brought into being as a unifying force 
for British nationalists and patriots as long ago as 
1966 and has undoubtedly been the most effective 
force in that respect ever since. If other organisa- 
tions subsequently come into being and while 
claiming to serve the same cause operate separately 
from the National Front and in no sort of liaison 
with it, and at the same time give effect to a state 
of divided loyalty in people who were previously 
committed to supporting the National Front alone, 
it could be said that such organisations are the ones 
to blame for disunity first and foremost. 

. As I have said, if this is an unfair and untrue 
representation of the aims of the League of St. 
George it will have the opportunity to make its 
reply. If in this reply there is enough evidence to 
convince us that Mr. Webster’s assessment of the 
League is wrong, both he as author of the article 
and [| as Editor will jointly issue a retraction. 

JOHN TYNDALL (Editor) 
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The past two years have seen a great 
growth of the National Front in the North 
London region, and one of the party men 
mainly responsible for this growth is Robin 
May (pictured right). Robin’s contributions 
to NF have been many and varied since 
his joining in 1973. 

One of his first acts was to finance the 
setting up of the Haringey and Islington 
Branch, as well as performing much of the 
work involved. He was also involved with 
others in the creation of the Hackney 
Branch and Finchley Group. 

As a candidate in Haringey Council 
by-election (Tottenham Central Ward) he 
gained 16.1 per-cent of the vote, while his 
wife, also a dedicated NF worker, stood in 
Hornsey Central Ward and took 114 per- 
cent of the vote. 

During 1974, in which the NF was 
greatly involved in two General Elections, 
Robin much neglected his fencing business 
at much financial cost to himself and worked 
almost 6 months in a virtually full-time 
capacity for the NF (unpaid). 

His hard work was rewarded in the 
October election, when he was the most 
successful of all NF candidates, obtaining 
2,544 votes (9.4 per-cent of the poll). This 


It has now been possible to assess the 
results of the opinion poll that we conducted 
in the May issue regarding proposed changes 
in the National Front Constitution. Ballot 
forms are still coming in, but it is probable 
that we have received the majority. 

Altogether 111 forms were sent in to 
us, and the results are as follows:— 

Question 1: Do you believe that the 
NF Chairman and Deputy Chairman should 
be elected by the members of the party as a 
whole? 

To this question 109 members ans- 
wered Yes; 2 answered No. 

Question 2: Do you agree, at least 
broadly with the proposals made here (in 
the May issue) for the election of Executive 
and Directorate? 

To this question 110 members ans- 
wered Yes; 1 answered No. 

Question 3: Do you agree broadly 
with the recommended division of powers 
(again as made in the May issue) between 
party Chairman, Executive and Directorate? 

To this question 109 members ans- 
wered Yes; 2 answered No. 

Question 4: Do you believe that it is in 
keeping with Democracy that if party mem- 


PORTRAIT OF AN 
ALL-ROUNDER 


in Hackney South and Shoreditch 
constituency. 

Nothwithstanding his many official 
commitments, Robin has been an energetic 
organiser of social functions, in particularly 
the huge and successful Christmas party at 
Alexandra Palace last year. 

He is 36 years of age and has three 


Was 


sons. 


NF CONSTITUTION: OPINION POLL 


bers wish to debate and vote upon changes 
in the Party Constitution they should be 
prevented from doing so by a decision of the 
Directorate? 

To this question 9 members answered 
Yes; 100 answered No. 

With regard to Question 4, it is almost 
certain that several of those 9 who gave a 
‘yes’ answer actually meant to give an 
answer of ‘no’ but misread the question. We 
have had positive notice of this from two 
members and have changed the record of 
their vote accordingly. In other cases we 
have left the ‘yes’ vote as it is. 

As expected, the number of members 
returning ballot forms is only a small portion 
of the total number of members of the party. 
This is normally how things work out. Many 
people have remarked to our Editor that 
they agreed with his proposals but so far had 
been dilatory about sending their forms in 
registering the fact. Even in NF elections 
only a very small minority of members 
vote, and this is a fact of life which we have 
to face. Nevertheless, the poll has enabled us 
to form some picture of feeling in the party, 
and we are grateful to all those who have 
assisted us in this project. 


NF Building 
Fund 


The promotion of the Head- 
quarters Building Fund has now 
become one of the most urgent priori- 
ties in the National Front. The party 
needs to have a building better situated, 
larger and with better amenities than 
its present one in Croydon, and it 
needs to own this building itself. 

This project is going to cost a 
lot of money, but it is an essential 
project which all supporters must 
begin contributing to now. Please 
make out all cheques to the National 
Front and cross with title: ‘Building 
Fund’. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


We are glad to be able to announce 
that the response to our appeal for the 
Spearhead Fund made in the last issue has 
been excellent and that the money re- 
ceived has been well in excess of that set as 
a target. 

It is just as well, however, that this has 
happened, as developments are proving that 
the target was pitched unduly low. In setting 
this target we had taken into consideration 
the number of unsold copies of the Special 
Anti-Common Market issue and also the 
appalling backlog of outstanding debts owed 
by bulk purchasers. We did not, it is now 
obvious, take sufficiently into consideration 
the quite substantial drop in sales over recent 
months. 

The fact is that over this year the 
number of the new subscribers enlisted has 
dropped considerably, and so also have the 
numbers of copies ordered by some branches 
of the National Front. Our new subscribers 
come mainly from the sample copies sent 
out with information packs to those who 
enquire for details of the NF. It appears that, 
either very many less packs are being dis- 
patched, or, if the usual number are being 
dispatched, there is a lesser inclination on 
the part of those who receive them to wish 
to regularly read Spearhead. 

We believe that this decline in sales is 
temporary. Nevertheless, it does create pro- 
blems for us at the moment. It means that 
we are going to need every penny that we 
can get in the way of donations to keep us 
going over the remainder of the year. 

We send our heartiest thanks to all 
those whose generous help has been ren- 
dered over the past month, and we affirm 
that the fund is still very much open. 

All contributions should be made out 
to: Spearhead, and sent to 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon CRO 2QF. 


KENT BRANCHES 
REACH THE PUBLIC 


Dartford NF Branch created a stir 
among local people when it hired two stalls 
at the Dartford Gala which was organised by 
Dartford District Council and held over the 
weekend of 19th and 20th of July. 

One stall, decorated by the Dartford 
Branch banner and Union Jack flags, was 
devoted to the sale of Spearhead, Britain 
First, NF policy booklets and other patriotic 
books. Several members of the public joined 
on the spot, and many others left their 
names and addresses behind, requesting 
further details. 

The other stall offered prizes to those 
who could kick a football through a rubber 
tyre. This stall produced a profit of £37 for 
Branch funds. The Branch representation at 
the Gala was organised by Branch Organiser 


NF Constitutional 
Conferences 


To the many people who have been in 
touch with us expressing views on the faults 
of the National Front Constitution, we urge 
them to attend the Constitutional confer- 
ences due to be held in London, Birmingham 
and Manchester during this month, on the 
24th, 3rd and 17th of the month respectively. 

At these meetings the opportunity 
will be provided for those who favour 
changes to put their point of view. 

Exact details of the meetings can be 
obtained in the NF members’ bulletin 
recently issued. 


Roy Aldous and Branch activist Mr. Geoff 
Merchant. 

Meanwhile, over the same weekend 
Medway Branch entered a patriotic float in 
the Medway: Carnival, an event promoted by 
Medway Council. The float, organised by 
Medway Branch Organiser Mr. Tony Bird, 
attracted much sympathetic comment from 
bystanders and won an “Honourable Men- 
tion” in the competition. 

Congratulations to these two Kent 
Branches! They have shown that even if 
there are not a lot of ‘political’ activities to 
engage in during the Summer months there 
are plenty of ways whereby Branches can get 
the NF message across to the public and 
keep activists happy .. . and swell their 
funds. 


POINTING RIGHT 


The voice of the Nationalist movement 
in New Zealand. Read about the present 
situation in this country and how it 
effects New Zealanders and their relations 
with other British countries. 


There is no subscription, however 
donations are needed to ensure that you 
will receive PR on a regular basis. 

POINTING RIGHT 
P.O. Box 22-247 
High St., 
Christchurch. 1 
NEW ZEALAND 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

‘So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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ENFIELD: A 


IF ANY branch of the National Front is to 
be selected as a model for other branches to 
be recommended to follow, it is Enfield 
Branch, which over the last few years has 
had a superb record of responsible and 
efficient management. 

Enfield lies on the Northern fringe of 
the Greater London area and the develop- 
ment of the NF Branch there has always 
been closely bound up with the develop- 
ment of the party over North London and 
Middlesex. . 

The Branch was formed in May 1969, 
and has made steady progress since that 
date, becoming a permanent part of the 
political scene in the area. 

The fact that it has ‘stayed the course’ 
so well over the years is due its having for 
most of that time had the blessing of first 
class branch leadership, surrounded by a 
really dedicated team of active workers. 

During the earlier part of the branch’s 
history, its leading figure was Kenneth 
Robinson, who performed superb service 
for the branch during his period of office as 
Chairman. When Ken was compelled to 
spend less time on branch work due to the 
demands of his job, his place was taken by 
David Bruce. Dave has since then maintained 
the very high standards set by his predecessor. 
He is an absolute dynamo of activity and 
highly popular and respected by his col- 
leagues. He stood as a candidate for the 
Edmonton constituency in both the Feb- 
ruary and October elections of 1974 and 
obtained 1,765 votes and 1,895 votes in 
these elections respectively — a good per- 
formance for an NF candidate in the type 
of area concerned. 

In both elections the Enfield Branch 
made a very strong representation, contesting 
three seats each time: Edmonton, Enfield 
North and Southgate. 

The ability of the branch to contest 
these three seats on each occasion has been 
due very largely to its extremely good fund- 


raising apparatus, commonly acknowledged. 


as the best in the whole party. The main 
credit for this must go to Treasurer John 
Smith, one of the branch’s longest serving 
officials. The Branch is always ‘fund-raising 
conscious’. There is nothing magical in its 
achievements, nor does it possess any special 
number of well-to-do members; it merely 
does what all other branches are urged to do 
but so often do not do. It makes monthly 
branch meetings attractive and interesting so 
that there are usually good attendances. It 
organises other special fund-raising activities, 
such as jumble sales, etc. It has a fine record 
for meeting its debts. Although the largest 
purchaser of Spearhead of all NF branches, 
it is never slow in paying its bills. It regularly 
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DAVID BRUCE 
Praise due for high standards 


dispenses 400 copies every month by means 
of a highly organised system of distribution, 
which enables it constantly to keep touch, 
not only with its inner circle of about 70 
members, but an outer circle of around 230 
supporters. 

It has maintained a consistently high 
standard in the public meetings it has held, 
particularly in the February and October 
elections of 1974. Not only have the meet- 
ings been well advertised and attended but 
they have been superbly organised from the 
point of view of decor — making a really big 
impression on all those who have attended 
them. 

Apart from those mentioned, other 
members who have made an especially 
valuable contribution to the progress of the 
Branch have been Bruce Pell, Richard Prince 
and Roy Burton. Messrs. Pell and Burton 
have also been parliamentary candidates. 

To David Bruce, however, must go the 
greatest praise for the high standards main- 
tained by the branch in recent times. Every 
party has its super-extroverts, line-shooters 
and glory-seekers, whose self-sought promi- 
nence is so often in inverse contrast to their 
actual achievements. Dave Bruce is the exact 
opposite of these, never seeking the limelight 
but always being eager to lay stress on what 
others have done rather on what he has done. 
Not one to push himself for honours, he has 
quietly got on with the task of building one 
of the finest NF branches in all Britain. He 
and his colleagues are typical of the great 
number of unsung party activists who let 
their works speak for themselves. 


Belated Obituary: 


MODEL BRANCH ita Buckley 


Recently it has been drawn to our atten- 
tion from several quarters that we failed to publish 
an obituary and tribute to Mrs. Rita Buckley, of 
Huddersfield National Front, who died last October. 
One reader in particular commented that this was 
an appalling omission on our part in view of Mrs. 
Buckley’s dedicated work for the NF. 

On checking, we find that this is in fact 
correct, and we cannot but agree that the omission 
was indeed appalling. 

What happened was that publication of 
Spearhead was disrupted somewhat during the last 
months of last year due to the October General 
Election. There was an October issue, which had 
gone to press just before the news of Mrs. Buckley’s 
death was known. There was then no issue printed 
until January of this year, by which time the news 
was nearly three months old. Nevertheless, a tribute 
should have been printed even at that late date. 
The Editor can only plead in explanation of failure 
to do this that a great many other problems were 
occupying him at the time, and somehow the due 
tribute was never published. We deeply regret this 
error, for there can be few National Front members 
as deserving of such a tribute as Rita Buckley. 

Rita joined the NF in its very early days in 
the 1960s and was involved in the very early deve- 
lopment of the NF branch in Huddersfield, Yorks. 
Huddersfield was in those days possibly the strong- 
est and best run branch in the country. Later it 
was: the misfortune of the branch to have had 
several of its most important active workers and 
officials leave the area, and its strength declined 
between 1970 and 1972. 

It was at this time that Rita Buckley was 
pressed into taking over the position of Chairman 
of the branch. She had never sought that position 
but she tackled it with all the dedication she could 
summon. Between 1972 and 1974 she did the 
work of ten active members in reviving the branch 
and placing it in a position in which it could 
contest two seats in the October 1974 General 
Election. 

It was as that election approached that 
she was taken seriously ill. Our Editor visited her 
during a tour of Yorkshire made as part of the 
election campaign, and was dismayed to see how 
much weight she had lost. Nevertheless, there was 
still at that time some hope that she would recover. 
It was not to be, however, and shortly afterwards 
she died. 

Rita Buckley was much loved by everyone 
who knew her, and there was certainly no-one who 
made greater personal sacrifices on the NF’s behalf 
than she. She leaves a husband, Joe, who has also 
been a staunch worker for the party over the years. 


WANTED 
SPEARHEAD Nos.31 and 44 and back 


numbers prior to No.30. Twice face value 
paid for good clean copies. Offers to 
Box 84. 


Read Britain First 


Read Britain First, published in support 
of the National Front. Monthly. Six 
pages. Newspaper-style. Subscription for 
12 issues: £2. Reduced rates for bulk 
supplies given on request. Send 10%p for 
sample copy now. 
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